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ACCOUNT 

Of  MANY  of  the 

PROSECUTIONS 

Of  the  People   call'd 

QUAKERS 

IN    THE 

Exchequer^  Ecclefiaftical, 

And   Other  Courts; 

FOR 
Demands  Recoverable  by  the  ^iis  made  in  the 
yth  and  8th  Years  of  the  Reign  of  King  fTWia/it 
the  Third,  for  the  more  Eajit  Raonxrj  j/"Tithes, 
Chufch-Rates,  Gfc. 

Numbly  fuhmitted  to  the  Confideration  of  the  Members 
of  both  Houses  of  Parliament. 

LONDON: 

Friotcd  tnd  Sold  by  the  Afligns  of  J.  Sowle,   at  the 

Siblc'm  George- Tard,  Lombard-Jirfel,     1736. 
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PREFACE 


THAT  the  People  called  ^aiert  do 
profeis  a  confctentious  Scruple  agamft 
the  Payment  of  'titbes^  and  aM  forced  ContrU 
bution  for  Maintenanct  of  MimJIers,  and  odier 
religious  UJeSy  is  well  known. 

This  their  Scruple,  we  conceive,  will  ap- 
pear not  ill  grounded,  to  Itich  as  fhall  <hily 
confidcr  the  *  Nature  of  GoQ>el  Liberty^  the 
•{■Precept  of  Christ,  ||  the  PraBice  of  his 
Apoftles,  the  JJfage  of  the  ChrUUan  Church  in 

the 


•  Gd.  v.  I.  t  Mat.  X.  8. 

fl  AiJi  XX.  34.     I   Cfir,  iv,  is.     i  Tbefs.  ij.  9. 
a  fbefs,  iii.  7,  8. 
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the  tirft  three  Centuries,**  and  the  Tcftimo- 
nics  of  feveral  Proteftant  ATartyrs,*  and'wHy 
Reformers  from  Popery ^  concurring  to  acquit 
them  either  of  Novelty  or  Singularity  herein. 

And  the  many  ProfecutionSy  Excommuniau 
tionsy  ImpriJonmentSy  Sequejirations,  Seizures^ 
and  Spot  lings  of  Goods ^^  which  lliey,  for  CoA- 
fcienceSakc,  Have  undergone,  are  convincing 
Proofs  of  their  Sincerity. 

The  Projectitors  of  this  People,  for  nbuiy 
Years,  might  cbvcf  the  Spoil  and  Havock  tBey 
then  riiadc,  under  thd  plaufible  Guife  of  iVi?- 
cej/ity^  and  a  pretence^  that  their  Claims  were 
not  other  wife  recoverable  ^  than  by  Suits  at- 
tended writh  great  Expcnce.  But, 


**  *Tts  im^jfthley  faUB  Ircna?iis^  io  enumerate  the 
free  GtftSy  tobicb  the  Cburcb  all  the  World  over  re- 
cniAng  front  Godt  in  the  Name  of  Jefus  Chrift^  cruci- 
J^ed  under  Poritiiis  Pilatei  daily  dlfpenfesfdr  (he  l^enefit 
^  the  Nations^  neither  feducing  any  Man^  nor  taking 
Money  from  him,  for  as  /he  hath  received  freely,  Jhe 
minifters  freely.  Irenai,  lib.  2.  cap.  57.  Oxonia 
Edit.  p.  189. 

Epiphanius  joyns  Tithes  with .  Legal  Cferemonies, 
acknowledged  by  all  to  be  abrogated.  See  Epiphanius. 
p.  19,  20.  Paris.  Edit.  1622. 

•  John  Wickliff;  Walter  Brute,  William  Thorp, 
and  others.    See  Fox's  A£ls  and  Monutnents. 
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But,  fince  the  Afts  made  in  the  7th  and 
8th  years  of  the  Reign  of  King  William  the 
Third,  for  the  more  eafie  Recovery  of  Ittites^ 
Cburch-Ratei^  Sec.  Thofe  that  have  made  the 
former  expenlive  Ways  of  Proceeding  their 
Qiioice,  fe?m  to  be  left  without  Excufe,  and  to 
z&  upon  other,  lels  juftifiable,  Motives,  tl^an 
the  meer  Recovery  of  thai  pretended  Dues.. 

Profecutions  of  this  kind,  do  lb  nearly  re- 
ferable Perjecutions,  that  he,  who  fufiers  by 
them,  can  fcarcedifcern  wherein  they  (A^^tT. 

Tis  to  be  lamented,  that  the  great  Bleffing 
of  Liberty  of  Confience,  enjoyed  under  the 
Lenity  of  the  ^rf/?n/  Adminijlration^  fliould  be 
frequently  interrupted  by  fuch  Proceedings : 
And  indeed. 

That  Men  profelfing  Chrijliamty,  and  fome 
of 'em  to  be  Minifiers  of  the  Gojpel  of  Peace, 
ftiould,  by  unneceflary  and  expenfive  Law- 
Suits,  iacrifice  their  own  Quiet  and  Intereft, 
to  the  Oppreffion  and  Ruin  of  their  Neigh- 
bours, has  been  matter  of  Surprize  to  generous 

Minds :  Infomuch 

A  4  That 
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That,  when  the  Cafe  of  the  People  called 
^akersy  prefcnted  to  the  Parliament,  did 
iet  forth,  "  that  there  have  been  profccuted 
"  in  the  Exchequer,  Ecdejiafiical  and  other 
**  Courts,  in  England  and  Wales,  for  Demands 
**  recoverable  by  the  laid  Adls,  above  Eleven 
"  Hundred  of  that  People,  of  whom  near 
"  Three  Hundred  were  committed  to  Prifon, 
"  and  feveral  of  them  died  Prifoners,  "  Some 
P^ribns,  of  eminent  Stations,  fcemed  to  re- 
gard that  Reprejentation  as  a  thing  Icarce  cre~ 
'•'  dible,  "  a  bare  Surmife  of  the  fakers,"  and 
requiring  "  a  Specification  of  Fa^s"  to  fup- 
port  it. 

For  the  Satisfadtion  o£  Juch,  the  following 
Sheets  are  publiflied,  containing,  not  only  an 
Account  o£z  greater  Number  oi  Profccutions, 
than  the  laid  Caje  made  mention  of,  but  alfo 
giving  "  a  particular  Specification  of  the 
"  Caujes,  Perjbns,  Places  and  times." 

Some  Cafes  are  Inferted,  wherein  it  may  be 
obje<fted,  That  the  Teat-ly  Demand  was.  not  re~ 
coz-cr.':bk  by  tho/e  ABs;    but  Care   has  been 

taken 
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taken  to  difBnguilh  them,  by  ipecifying  Una 
particular  Sums ;  and  &ch  Ca&e,  being  but- 
few,  the  Surplu&ge  of  our  Number  will  more 
than  admit  of  their  Dedu^on.  Nor  do  we 
know  of  any  Caie,  of  that  kind,  which  is  not 
ib  diAinguifhed. 

In  many  of  the  Caies,  the  Sums  demanded 
are  not  mentioned,  for  want  of  particular  Ac- 
counts of  them  J  but  that  DcfeA  is  generally 
iupplied  by  mentioning  fmall  lathes  and 
Cburcb-Ratesy  for  the  Recovery  of  which  thofe 
Afts  were  made:  And  'tis  obfervable,  that 
ibme  of  the  Profecutors,  after  a  noedlefi  Ex- 
pence  at  Law,  have  at  length  dropt  their 
vexatious  Suits,  and  taken  their  Demands  by 
Jujiices  Warranti, 

The   rainous  Seizures  for  treble  Damages, 

and  by  SequeJiratioHt  for  *  twenty  or  thirty  times 

the  Original  Demand,  which  appear  in   Ibmc 

of  the  following  Accounts,  will  doubtleJs  be 

ihocking 

•  See  the  feveral  Cafes  «/ William  Pearfon,  p.  2. 
John  TowTilend,  p.  6.  Thomas  EHwood,  p.  8. 
Berber,  Olliffe,  and  Larcum,  p.  9.  Jonathan  Ptifley, 
p.  50.  and  Others. 
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fliockingtoznoft^Hca^rss  wbilft th^ Exflifnca. 
attenc^Dg.   the  neceflkry  Defence  ofi  almqft, 

cycxy  ProfcGUtipn  is- npr  included.;  th^g^^^i 
fomc  Cafes,  even^whene  nothing  hatlj  l^een  re- 
covered, the  ^^^r  V^.  been  obliged,  to  ex- 
pend Ten,  Twenty  or  Thirty  Pounds  tp  ^eep^ 
himfelf  out  of  Prifon. 

Nor  are  thole  Pco&cutipns  only  ruinous  to 
pi^iv^  Fa^^ilies,  b^t  n^r^  affedit  tl^  p^I^Upk 
G^o  D  ;  for  how  (hall  the  induflripps  l^rmer 
be  c^pabb  of  paying  either  Rent  Xp  \ff^  Land^^ 
Ifird,  T^xes  to  Ijbp  government ^  or  hisya^ 
JD^if/i  to  bis  CreditQrs,  wh^n  tlie  whplc  Profit 
of  his  Produce,  ^4  ^bmctimes  all  his  Eftate, 
both  Re^l  ^ud  Perfq9al,  is  fwepfT  away  by  a 
Sequejlration  for  the  TifVA^  only  ?  Or  tow  (hall 
an  honeft  Tiradejman  keep  his  Family  from 
beconaing  a  puhlick  Charge,  Avhile  he  is  clofe 
lockt  up  in  Prifon,  for  cmjcientioufiy  refii^ng 
lo  pay  a  Groat  for  Eafter-OfferingSy  or  Sixpence 
toward  repairing  the  Farijh  Church  ? 

Certainly,  thofe  Wardens  are  no  good  Ste- 
wards  of  the  Parochial   Purfe,    who  fpend 

many 
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niafly'  l*clunds  to  Excomrflunicate  and  Impriibn 
Mai  for  filch  trivial  Demands  as  they  might 
have  taken  without  Charge  to  the  Parifli. 

Nor  does  it  Beget  any  Reverence  to  the  Dif- 
f»/>//«^  of  the  Church,  to  fee  her  heavieft  Cen- 
fiires  dilcharged  on  fiich  light  Occaiions. 

WoiiFd  not  a  Go^h-Spirit  be  more  vifible  in 
fier  Repfoofs,  if  they  were  feafonably  applied 
t!o  chick  the  Ftmenters  of  ftich  Uncbrijiian 
Suits,  for  their  manifeft  Breach  of  the  great 
Rule  of  Morality  enjoyntd  by  Chriji  himfelf ; 
Whatsoei^r  ye  would  that  Men  shoulo 
IK)  1^0  You,  do  ye  even  so  to  Them  ? 

Thefe,  and  many  other.  Remarks,  do  na- 
turally arife  from  the  following  Cafes,  which 
we  recommend  to  a  ferious  Pemfel :  And  how 
fax  thefe  froere  Projecutions^  Kxcommunicationt^ 
Sequejirations,  and  Imprijbnments^  attended 
with  exceffive  Cojls  and  Charges^  are  adequate 
to  the  Jmall  Demands  from  whence  they  arife, 
we  humbly  fubmit  to  the  Confideration  of  our 
Superiors,  who  are  able  to  reJre/i  thefe 
Gn'cvirnces, 
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Grievances  J  and  relieve  the  Injured  and  Oppreff- 
cd  ftova  Proceedings  fo  ruinous  and  de/lruBive^ 

They,  who  fiiggeft,  that  in  fome  of  thefe 
Profecutions,  the  I'itle  to  the  Tithe,  or  other 
Claim,  has  been  brought  in  Queftion,  may 
confider,  that  fuch  Qu/eftioning  of  the  Title 
was  not  the  Caufe,  but  the  EfFed  of  thofe  Pro- 
fecutions 5  for,  when  the  poor  ^aker  is  pro- 
fecuted  in  the  Ecckjiafiical  Cmrt^  to  avoid 
'Excommunication^  the  Confequence  of  which 
to  him  may  be  Imprijbnment  for  Lije^  he  is 
obliged  to  apply  for  a  Prohibition,  which  in 
fome  Cafes  he  cannot  obtain,  without  difpu- 
ting  his  Adverfary's  Right  to  what  he  claims : 
So  that  fuch  Conteft  of  the  Profecutor's  Title, 
is  generally  owing  to  his  own  Severity ;  for 
'tis  well  known  to  thofe  moderate  T^ithe-claim^ 
trs  and  Wardens^  who  have  chofen  to  take  their 
Demands  by  the  more  eafie  Method,  that  the 
fakers  have  not  ufually  oppofed  the  Juftice^s 
Decilion,  by  difputing  their  Title. 

If  any  Perfon  fliall  take  Offence  at  the 
Mention  of  his  Name  in  this   ColleSlion,    let 

him 
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him  confider,  that  the  ^tfjtfrr,  whochofenot 
this  Method,  but  fought  Redrefs  without  it, 
arc  not  to  be  blamed  j  for,  when  the  Veracity 
of  a  People  is  call'd  in  Queftion,  no  Man  con- 
cerned, can  reafonably  expeft,  that  they 
(hould  be  more  tender  of  his  Reputation,  than 
their  own. 

There  is  fobjoincd  to  this  Preface^  an  Al- 
phabetical Irtdex  of  the  Counties,  with  the 
Numbers  profecuted  and  imprlfon'd  in  each 
County,  as  mentioned  in  the  following  Sheets : 
But  the  intire  Number  of  Suits,  which  on 
thefe  Occafions  have  been  commenced,  is 
unknown  j  this  ColkSiion  being  generally  of 
Cafes  wherein  the  Suf&rers  applied  to  their 
Friends  at  Lorukn  for  Advice.  Many  Others, 
we  have  reafon  to  believe,  were  begun  and- 
ended  in  the  Country,  without  fuch  Appli- 
cation. 

At  the  End  of  the  Book  is  placed  An  Appen- 
dix, containing  an  Account  of  feveral    Profe- 
cutions  commenced   this  prefent   Year    1736, 
by  which  it  appears,    that  the  Claimers  of 
Tithe 
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Tithe  ftill  continue  toufe  the  rigorous  Me- 
/i&^i/i  complain'd  of ;  and  that  'tis  not  reafbn- 
able  to  expedt^  that  the  voluntary  j^(m^nJment 
of  their  Conduift  will  ever  make  the  defired 
ReJiriBion  unneceflary. 

In  that  Appendix  is  alfo  a  Lifi  of  fome 
tedious  ImpriJbnmentSy  and  the  C^ufes  of  them, 
pointing  to  the  Pages  where  they  are  menti- 
oned, which  may  be  of  ibme.  Uie  to  the 
Pemfers  of  the  Book. 
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A     BRIEF 

A  C  C  O  U  NT 

Of  Many  of  the 

PROSECUTIONS 

Of  the  People  call'd 

QUAKE   R   i; 
1.  Bedfordfiire. 

[  A  ]    yOSEPH  CLARK    was    profccu-    1696, 
I   ted  in  the  Bcc/efiajzca/ Court,  at 
■  «-F   the  Suit  of  mi/iam  King  and  fTaf- 
ter  P^^//,  Wardensofthe  ParifliofC?OT*iw3r/i', 
for  a  Church-Rate  (fo  called.) 

Joseph  Clark  aforelaid  was  prolecuted 
at  Common  Law  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  John 
Robert/on  Parfon  of  Combwortb. 

Robert  Impey  was  pro&cuted  in  the  Ex'    1704; 
chequer  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  Arthur  Hum- 
fhrep  Parfon  of  Barton  in  the  Clay. 

B  William 

[  A  ]  Jofeph  Clark  was  committed  to  Bed- 
ford Goal  by  a  Writ  de  Excommunicato  capiendo,  on- 
the  31ft  of  the  Month  call'd  ^kik/,  1696,  for  * 
Demand  of  Six  Shillings  and  E^ht  Pence. 


2  Bedford/hire. 

1707.  [  B  ]  William  Francis  of  Luton  wai 
profecuted  in  the  Ecclejia/lical  Courts  at  the  Suit 
of  Cbrijiopher  Eaton  V  icar. 

17 10.  Thomas  Evans,  Robert  Impey,  John 
Myos,  and  *  William  Pearson,  were  pro- 
fecuted in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit 
of  Arthur  Humphreys  aforefaid  of  Barton. 

17 14.  [  C  ]  Robert  Impey  was  profecuted  in 
the  Exchequer^  at  the  Suit  of  the  laid  Arthur 
Humphreys. 

John 


1> 


[  B  ]  William  Francis  was  a  poor  Journeyman 
Shoemaker :  The  Parfon  profecuted  his  Demand  of 
One  Groat  for  Eaftcr-OIFerings  fo  warmly,  that  the 
Charges  of  Profecution  came  to  Eight  Pounds  : 
The  poor  Man  was  Excx)mmunicated,  and  lay  clofe 
confined  in  Bedford  Goal  above  Nineteen  Months, 
till  an  A^  of  Grj^^  came  out,  andfethim  at  Liberty. 

*  The  Parfon*s  Demand  on  H^tUiam  Pearfon  was 
Thirteen  Shillings  for  two  Years  Small  Tithes,  for 
which,  after  five  Years  vexatious  Profecution,  he 
had  taken  from  him,  by  Sequeftration,  on  the 
19th  oiOSlober^  ^7^5^  Goods  worth  Five  Pounds: 
And  on  the  i8th  of  the  Month  call'd  June^  17 16, 
for  Charges  of  the  Profecution,  Goods  worth 
Fourteen  Pounds  Six  Shillings.  In  ally  to  the  Fa- 
lue  of  ^mcxxtn  Pounds  Sixteen  Shillings,  for  Thir- 
teen Shillings  J^/Ti^^i/. 

[  C  ]  Robert  inipey  for  a  Demand  of  Three 
Pounds  for  fmall  Tiches,  had  his  Corn,  Sacks, 
andHiy,  carriH  away,  to  the  Value  of  Twenty 
Pounds  Five  Shillings.  His  Hourtiold  Goods 
a4fo  were  feized,  and  his  Barns  kept  lockt  up  by 
the  Profecutor  for  fix  Months  together,  to  lus 
ftry  great.  Detriment, 


Bedfordjhire,  5 

John  Jenkins  oi  Eaton  Bray  was  profe-   17 17. 
cuted  in  the  Ecclefiaftical  Court ,  for  two  Years 
Eaiter-Ofierings    for  himfelf  and   Wife,    at 
Eight  Pence /tr  Amum^  at  'da&^xxXoi  Edmund 
Stuiis  Vicar  of  Eaton  Bray. 

[  D  ]    James  Marks   of  Ar^thill  was    172 1. 
profecuted  in  the  Eccleju^ical  Court,  at  the 
Suit  of  Ezekiel  Rouje  Re^r  of  Atnptbill. 

[  E  ]    John  HoRNE  wasprolecutedin  the    1724. 
Mcclejiafiical  Court,    at    the  Suit    of  Peter 
Bricket  and  Richard  Mayor  Wardens  of  Dwn 

[F]    Henry  Smith  of  ^^-Gai)&  was    1727. 
profecuted    in  the  EccUjiafiUal  Court,  for  a 
Church-Rate  ( fo  called.) 

B  2  John 


£  p  ]  '^anui  Marks  was  profecuted  tor  a  De- 
mand of  Four  Pence  ^r  ^»»Bw,  for  Seven  Years 
Eajler-Offerings :  The  Parfpn  prov'd  but  Two 
Vtnctper  Annum  his  Due  :  The  Profecution  in  the 
Spiritual  Court  was  long,  and  the  Charges  attend- 
ing it  great :  The  Conlequence  would  have  bccnEx- 
communication  and  Imprifonment,  had  they  not 
been  prevented  by  an  Application  to  the  Court  of 
Common  Pleas,  and  a  Prohibition  obtained. 

JE  ]  Jebn  Horne'i  Imprifonmenc  was  preven- 
by  a  free  and  charitable  Aift  of  John  Z-eri/ Par- 
fon  of  Tredinglonj  who  out  of  his  own  Pocket  paid 
the  Demand  and  Charges  unknown  to  the  Perfon 
profecuted. 

[  F  ]  This  Profecution  was  dropt  upon  the 
"gardens  being  inform'd  that  an  Ali  of  Grace  was 
Oiortly  ezpeded,  and  that  their  farther  Proceed- 
ing would  buccrcacea  fruitlelsCiurgetothePati(h. 


^,  SedfdriJhirL 

^734*  E^  5  John  Witcax  die  Younger,  was 
prb&cuted  in  the  Ecclefiajiical  Courts  at  the 
Suit  of  W'alter  Foot  Vicar  of  Cbalgravt.         ' 


11——  ■  f 


• 


a.  isermtre. 


1697.  TOHN  MAY  of  Abinpm  >was  ptofecuted 
rl  in  the  jBxrA^5ff/^r  for  Tithes,  at  UK  Suit  of 
john  JFfo'Z£;iJ/«i  Tithe-Farmer. 

MaAv  Cotterell  Widow  x^as  fprofScu- 
ted  in  the  Exchequer ,  at  the  Siiit  of  Robert 
Gunnis  Vicar  of  BrackneL 

1702.  .  [  H  ]  AdamLaurence  and  Elizabeth 
VoKiNS  were  profecuted  in  the  Ecclefiajiical 
Courts  at  the  Suit  of  John  Piggott  and  IbomM 
PricCy  Wardens  of  the  Parifli  of  fFeJi-Charlow. 

John 


^.       1  •  .    « 


[  G  ]  The  Parfon's  Deriiarid  6n  tPtlcdx  y^2L% 
Three  Pence  \fer:  Annum  for  Eafi^r-Offcrlngs^ 
The  Court  decreed  Four  Pehcfc  Debt,  and  Tert 
Pounds  Coft,  and  denounced  the  Sentence  of  Ex- 
communication :  But  upon  a  Motion  at  the  Kirig'i 
Bench  Bar,  his  Imprifonmcnt  was  prevented  by  a 
Prohibition. 

[  H  ]  Adam  Laurence  2Lnd  the  VJi^ovf  Vokins 
were  committed  to  Reading  Goal  on  a  Writ  de  E*^ 
€ommunicato  capiendo^  on  the  1 8  th  of  the  MontK 
csilVd  January  1702,  and  continued  Prifohcrs  be- 
tween Six  and  Seven  Years,  till  difcharg'd  by  an 
Aft  of  Grace  in  1 709 :  A  long  Imprifonment  for  a 
Demand  of  about  NihcShillingsfrote  both  of  them ! 


£eryhire^  5 

■:   [i  ]    JoH»*  May   (3f  CoitUjJh  \ti  the  Pa-    1706. 
nfli  of  fbatbam  Ws  };A-of6cuted  in  th6  Cb^k- 
iftwi  P/Wfi  at  ihc  Suit  of  Jthn  Hawkins  Tithe- 
ferfticr.  ; 

[  K}    William  "WicKENs  of  4p}bam^    1708. 
fiea  was  ptofccuted  irt'  Afc  ^xcbe^iiir,  at  the 
Suit  of  BinjamiH  timtpU  Ex6cirt(»  t<j  the 

.%xcvL-kikT>%thk¥'bfVgih^;   Was  ^pofe-    1715. 
■cihBd  ih  Ae  fixc&^-W/';  at  the  Suit  of  flib  Wi^ 
«ioW  ^e/ftExectitrlAt&fhe^arfonof  CJ^flg'^flrf. 
'    [  \j  J>    Simon  Mb^Aitfr  was  profeeuted  ih    1716. 
fbe  Uitcbequery   at  thr  Suit  of  JSoA^r*/  Quniiii 
\\czt  oifFinkfield. 

JOSIAH     .■   ■      . 

[  I  3  yobn  May  for  Two  Years  Tiihe  of  Four 
pounds  Ten  Sliillings  Value,  had  taken  from  him, 
tyjr' iff  Execution,  Four  Cows  and  a  Colt,  valued 
by  the  Neighbours  at  Fifteen  Pounds. 

ThePropteof  tlirPtaces  adjaccirr,  cGtA&tfifrg 
thefe  Qattic  as  the  Gain  of  Opprtflion,  ^vouid  not 
Bay  ihim  ;  fothatthcBiiyliiT wasoblig'd  to  drive 
thttdfifote' Fair  to  Market,  and  from  one  Market 
to  tlnfart](!r,  for  Sile,  and  with  much  Difficulty 
fttthd'K  Purchafcr. 

[  K  }  Th(?  Prtifecutor  claimM  by  his  Bill 
Forty  Foirt-  Pounds,  tho'  the  Tithes  be  fued  for 
itcTi  wot-th  but  Three  toiirtds  Fifteen  Shillings, 
tiding  for  Wine  Yedrs,  aft  Eight  Shillings  and  Four 
^encc,per,^mum.  An  Attachment  was  iffued  a- 
{[ainft^tjie'faid  IVlckehs^  "in  order  to  liis  Imprifon- 
mcnt,  but  was  prevented  by  an  Aft  of  Grace  in 
the  Year  1709. 

[  L  ]  The  Demand  on  Howard  was  about 
Thirteen  Shillings  for  Tithes ;  for  which  he  w;is 
imprifon'd  in  Reading  Goal  ten  or  twelve  Weeks. 


6  Berk/hire. 

1722.  JdsiAH  Collet T,  Richard  Kidd, 
Joshua  Chesterman,  William  Town- 
send,  RichardDawes,  Michael  Sargood, 
SiLAsHuTCHiNS,  Mary  Laurence,  Esther 
Staploe,  and  Mary  Laurence  jun.  (three 
Widows)  and  alfo  one  other  Pcrfbn,  were  pro- 
fccuted  in  the  Ecckfiaflical  Courts  at  the  Suit  of 
Samuel  Tarrant  PricA  of  Gileses  Parifh  in  Read- 
ingy  for  Six  Pence  each  for  Eafter-Ofierings. 
John  Townsend  of  Longcutt  was  profe- 
7  ^*  Guted  in  the  Ecclefiafiical  Courts  for  Eighteen 
Pence  demanded  Ipr  a  Qhurch-^Rate  (fo  call'd) 
at  the  Suit  of  Walter  HirreU  and  "^obn  Houfe 
Wardens. 

1727         [  ^  ]     John  Townsend  aforefaid    was 
^  ^*    profecuted   in  the  Exchequer^   at  the  Suit  of 
George  Stevens  Vicar  of  Shrivenbam. 

Buck^ 


[  M  ]  Jobm  Town/end  was  profecuted  for  ten 
Years  fmall  Tithes,  amounting  in  all  to  Four 
Pounds  :  In  the  Year  1732,  a  Decree  was  obtained 
for  Debt  and  Cofts  of  Suit  ;  and  he  had  taken  from 
him  in  the  Month  caird  February ^  1732, 

L.  S.  D 
4  Fat  Hogs  and  Store  Pigs,  Value  990 
1 7  Cows  and  one  Calf,  worth  68       50 

For  an  Original  Demand  of  4/.  77140 


3-  Buckingham/hire, 


1704. 
1705. 

1706. 


JOHN  BABINGTON  was  profccutcd  in 
the  Common  PieaSy  at  the  Suit  of  Ignatius 
Fuller  Parfon  of  Sberington. 

Samuel  Wilson  and  Thomas  Redman 
were  profecuted  in  the  Exchequer,  at  the  Suit  of 
Katharine  Bradjhaw  Widow  of  a  Tithe-firmer 
deceaied. 

John  Babington  aforelaid  was  profecuted 
in  the  Exchequer y  at  the  Suit  of  Ignatius  Fuller 
aforefiiid,  Parfon  of  Sberington. 

John  B.\bington  was  profecuted  in  the 
Ecclejiajiical  Court,  at  the  Suit  of  Ignatius  Ful- 
ler aforciaid. 

[  N  ]    John  Babington  was  profecuted    j„_ 
in  the  Common  Pleas,  at  the  Suit  of  the  lame      ' 
Ignatius  Fuller. 

John 


j^  N  ]  Obfcrvableis  theViriety  of  Profecuti- 
ons,  with  which  this  Parfon  was  picas'd  co  punilli 
John  Babington  from  Year  to  Year:  In  1704,  in  the 
Common  Pitas  for  trrble  Dam.iges  :  In  1 705,  in  the 
Exchequer  :  In  1 706,  in  the  Ecclefiaftkal  Court :  In 
1707,  in  the  Common  Pleas.  The  firft  ofwhich 
ifliiedin  thcSci7ureofhis  Cattle  ro  the  Value  of  a- 
bove  Forty  Pounds,  for  fcvcn  Pounds  fixteen 
Shillings  demanded.  The  fecond,  in  his  Impri- 
fonmcnt  in  Ailjbury  Goal  on  an  Attachment.  The 
third,  in  his  Impnfonmcn:  thtrcon  a  Writ  ^  Ex- 
communicaio 


8  Buckingham/hire. 

1707.        [  O  ]     John  Penington,  Thomas  Ell* 
WOOD,   Abraham  Butterfeild,    Edward 

BUTTERFIELD    and    WlLLJAM  CaTCH,    WCFC 

profecuted  in  the  Exchequer^  at  the  Suit  of  Jo" 
JJoua    Leaper  Tithe-farmer   under    Humphry 
Drake  Reftor  of  Amerjham. 

Sam- 


communicaio  capiendo.  And  the  fourth,  in  a  Sei-- 
zure  of  his  Goods  to  the  Value  of  above  One  Hun- 
dred Pounds,  for  a  Demand  of  twenty  five  Pounds, 
for  two  Years  Tithe  ;  One  of  which  ?ippcars  to  be 
the  Hime,  for  which  he  had  been  excommunicated 
and  imprifoned  before. 

[  O  ]  The  Original  Demand  forpZ.  5.  D: 
Tithes  on  7*.  £//zc;^^^ was  about  \^%\  ^  ^  c 
for  which  he  had  taken  from  him,  houf- 1  . 
hold  Goods,  and  an  Horfe,  worth 

On  A.  Butierfield  7  or  8/.  for  which  p 
he  had  taken  from  him.  Corn,   Hay,  >90     o    e 
and  Cattle,  worth  j 

On  IV,  Catch  between  y  &cSL  for  which ") 

he  had  taken,  Grafs  worth       8  14    8>2o  19     8 

5  Years  Rent  of  a  Tenem^  12     5     o  j 

Thefe  Three  were  alfo  committed  to  Prifon  in 
the  courfeof  the  Profecution.  One  of  them,  Abra- 
ham Butierfield^  now  living  at  Stone-Dean^  relates  ; 
that  having  then  newly  taken  a  Farm,  he  was  im- 

f)rifonM  for  %the  Tithe  of  his  firft  Year*s  Crop : 
n  the  fecond  Year,  the  Profecutor  took  what  he 
pleas'd  out  of  the  Field  :  And  in  the  third  Year, 
fwept  away  the  greateft  Part  of  his  Crop  and  Stock, 
together  with  the  Corn  he  had  bought  for  his  next 
Year's  Seed  :  That  the  Perfons  employed  to  threfh 
out  the  Corn  feized,  made  fuch  Waftc,  and  turned 

out 
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-   Samuel  Wilson  and  Zachary  Wallis    1714. 
were  profecutcd  for  a  Church-Rate  (fo  called) 
at  the  Suit  of  the  Wardens  of  Cbipping-ff^i- 
cemi. 

[  P  ]    ABRAHAM  Barber,  Thomas  Ol-    1719. 
LiFFE  and  Nicholas  Larcum,  were  profecu- 
tcd in  the  Exchequer,  at  the  Suit  of  John  Higgs 
the  Elder  and  John  Higgs  the  Younger,  Tithe- 
^nners. 

C  4.  Cam- 


cat  the  Straw  in  fuch  manner,  that  his  Yard  was 
as  green  as  a  Meadow,  tho'  the  Wheat  was  then 
loj.  per  Bufliel :  That  having  perfuaded  the  Thre- 
fliers  to  turn  fomc  of  it  back  inio  the  Barn,  he 
threfhed  it  over  again,  and  fuch  Remainder  of  their 
Spoil  was  what  himfcif,  Wife  and  Family,  had  10 
make  Bread  of  till  the  next  Harveft.  That  fome 
time  after,  he  went  to  vtHt  the  Frofecutor,  not 
long  before  he  died,  who  told  him.  That  notwith- 

.ftanding  the  Severity  of  the  Profecution,  what  with 
Lawyers^  Ceuncellors,  Baylies,  and  Cgmmiffioners, 
and  the  Bfoil  made,  and  Uttderfelling,  &c.  he  loft 
ail  hb  Tithe. 

t  P  ]     The  Demand  on  Barber,    Olliffe,  and 

'  Larcum,  was  but  Eight  Shillings  for  Tithe  on  all 
three  of  them,  and  the  Decree  of  the  Court  but 
for  Four  Shillings.  They  were  all  taken  up  by  an 
Attachment  in  November  1721,  and  carried  to 
Ailjhurj  Goal.  On  the  20th  and22dof  OSIober 
1722,  the  Goods  of  the  faid  yf^tfAijm5<jrier  were 
ieized  for  the  whole  Demand  and  Charges,  viz. 

L.    S.  D. 

7  Quarters  8t  4  Bufliels  of  Wheat       11    00 

J  6  Quarters  of  Malt  Z.0ff<A>ffMeafure   12  16    o 

For  a  Demand  of  8 s.         Taken  33  16    o 


lO 


4.  Cambridgefbire^ 

and  JJle  of  By. 

1796.   (  Q.]  TOB  THOMPSON   and  Georc^ 
J   Smith   of  Littleport  were  proie- 
cuted  in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit 
of  Robert  Maw  Clerk. 

Edward  Wormwell  was  proiecuted  at 
Common  Law  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  Thomas 
CotiereU  Tithe-fenner. 

John  Presland  o£  Chatteris  was  profccn- 
ted  in  the  ExcA^yaw  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of 
Mark  Soul  Parfon  and  Impropriator. 
170c.  [  R  ]  WitLiAM  Wright  of  Suttenvns 
proiecuted  in  the  Exchequer ^  at  the  Suit  of  Miks 
Mujgrave  Tithe-fermer  under  Dr,  Seewell 
Archdeacon  of  Ely. 

William 


[  O  ]  During  the  courfc  of  the  Proceedings, 
the  i^Tbempfon  and  Smtb  were  twice  committed 
to  Prifon: 

[  R  ]  WUliam  Wright^  for  a  Demand  of  about 
Eight  Pounds  for  3  Years  Tithe  of  ten  Acres  of 
Corn,  was  committed  to  Cambridge  Caflle  on  the 
9th  of  the  Month  called  ..^Jri/ 1 70 1,  and  continu- 
ed Prifoner  till  rhc  23d  of  December  1709,  being 
above  Eight  Tears  and  Ekbl  Mtnths,  and  was  then 
difduirg«l  by  ao  Ad  of  General  Pardon. 


f  S  }    WttLiAM   Wright  Son    of  the    1703. 
afore&id,  was  proiecuted  i^  tj^e  Exchequer ^  at 
tbeSoU  of  theiaid  Miles  Mt^Kran^e. 

[  T  ]  John  Tydd  of  Chatteris  was 
nK^fbqited  in  the  Exchequer y  at  the  Suit  of  JVil-- 
Mam  Tf'urkington  Parfon  of  Chatteris. 

[  U  ]  John  Warth  of  Chatteris  was 
proiecuted  in  the  Exchequer ^  at  the  Suit  of  the 
&xA  K^Ui^m  Ti^rAingtQtt. 
'  [  W  ]  WiLHAM  Claxqn  was  profecuted 
in  the  Exchequer ^  at  the  Suit  of  the  lame  fTiJIi- 
gm  Tw^ii^gta^. 

JohhMord^n  of  WiWurton  in  the  IJle  of    1^715. 
Eh  was  proiecuted  in  the  Exchequer y  for  Tithes 
ot  about  three  Pounds  Value,  at  the  Suit  of 
"Ja^  Malabar  lo^propriatof . 

C2  Isaac 

[  S  ]  fyilliam  Wright  his  Son,  was  profecuted 
for  Titiiepf  the  fame  Land,  for  which  his  Father 
was  then  Prifoncr,  altho*  he  was  at  that  Time  un- 
der  Age,  and  as  a  Servant  to  hb  Father. 

[  T  ]  John  Tydd  for  a  Demand  of  thirty  four 
Shillings  for  two  Years  fmall  Titlies,  was  commit- 
ted to  Cambridge  Caflle  on  the  14th  of  the  Month 
called  Juguft  1703,  and  continued  Prifoner  above 
fix  Years  and  two  Months,  till  difcharg'd  by  an 
Ad  of  Grace  on  the  28th  of  OSiober  \  709, 

[  U  ]  John  Hearth  for  2,  Demand  of  One  Pound 
two  Shillings  and  nine  Pence  for  Tithe,  was  com- 
mitted to  Cambridge  Caftle  in  the  Month  called  yit^^ 
guft  1703. 

[  W  3  W.  Clamtiy  for  about  twenty  Shillings 
Tithes,  was  committed  to  Cambridge  Caftle  the 
aoth  o{0£lober  1703. 

N.  B.  While  thefc  three  laft  continued  Prifoncrs, 
the  Farfoa  took  bis  Tirhe  pff  their  Land  in  Kind. 


1 2  Camhridgejhirey  Sec. 

IJ19*  [  X  ]  Isaac  French  and  John  French 
were  profeaited  in  the  Ecclefiafiical  Courts  for 
Tithes,   at  the  Suit  of  Parfon  RujftlU  of  the 

1722.  [  Y  ]  Mary  Ash  of  Chatteris  Widow 
was  profecuted  in  the  Ecckji(ijlical  Court ^  for  a 
Church-Rate  (fo  called)  at  the  Suit  of  William 
TTbinn  W2irdcn. 

Samuel  Pooley  was  profecuted  in  the  jBt- 
clefiajiical  Courts  for  a  Marriage  Fee,  at  fhc 
Suit  of  Parfon  Fleetwood. 

jyzc.  Thomas  Wright  of  Fenn  Draytorty  was 
profecuted  in  the  Ecclejiajiical  Courts  for  about 
Five  Shillings  for  Clerk's  Wages,  at  the  Suit  of 
Benjamin  Johnjon. 

J734*  [  "^  ]  Alice  Clark  Widow,  AmeyRo: 
binson  Widow,  and  Thomas  Laundey,  of 
Sivavejea^  were  profecuted  in  the  Excbequer  ar 
the  Suit  of  John  JVarbam  Vicar. 

5.  Cbejhire^ 

....  « 

[  X  ]  Ifaac  French  and  John  French  were  ex- 
communicated and  committed  to  Prifon  for  a  DcK- 
mand  of  Tithes  for  two  Acres  of  Oats. 

[  Y  ]  McfT-j  Ajh  was  committed  to  JJncoh 
CalHe  on  a  Writ  de  ExcommunUaio  cafitndo^  on  the 
1 8  th  Day  of  November  1703. 

[  Z  ]  The  Vicar's  Demand  on  AUce  Clarke  and 
Laundejy  joint  Executor  with  her  to  her  late  Huf- 
band's  Will,  was  three  Shillings  and  fix  Pence  for 
Tithes,  and  ten  Shillings  for  a  Mortuary  on  the 
Death  of  her  Hufband :  His  Demand  on  the  other 
Widow  was  ten  Shillings  for  a  Mortuary :  Altho* 
no  Mortuaries  were  ufually  paid  there  before  this 
Vicar's  Time,  This  Profccution  was  depending 
9pd  carrying  on  with  Vigour  in  I'rittUy  Term  173^1 


5.  Chejhire. 


S^ 


13 


1706, 


I  perley  was  profccutcd  in  the  Ec- 

cUJiaftical  Cmrt  fcx  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  Pe- 
ter Lancafier  Parfon  of  torpertey. 

r  B  ]  John  Roswell,  Joseph  Ehdoh, 
and  John  Plamt,  all  of  Bofsky^  were  pi:of&- 
cufeed  in  the  Ecckfiafiical  Courts  and  alib  in 
one  of  the  Coun^  Courts,  at  the  Suit  of 
Sirlimt  Jobnjon  and  Charles  Hubbart,  Tithc- 
&rmers  under  John  Leigh  Impropriator. 

[  C  ]     Elizabeth  Crimes  Widow  was    1708. 
prpfecuted  in  xbnEccIefiaJikal  Court ^iX.  the  Suit 

of 


[  A  ]  Samuel  Trofford  waj  committed  to 
Qb^er  Caftle  on  the  ift  of  the  Month  called  Miy^ 
170&  by  aAyrit  3e  Excommunifoto  capiendo j  and 
cbntmued  Prifoncf  about  four  Months. 

[  B  ]     Rojivellt  Endon  and   Plant,  were   firft 

profecuted  in  the  Ecclefiaftical  Court :  Afterward, 

in  the  Court  of  Afaecleifield  for  the  fame  Demand, 

till  a  Warrant  was  ifllied  for  the  Seizing  of  their 

jEffeds,  by  Virnje  of  which  were  uken 

From  £0/^// for  4/ demanded  L.    S.  D. 

S|x  Heifers  worth  11  10    o 

Frqm  Eadett  for  2/.  5s  demanded 

Three  Cows  worth  8  10    o 

From  Plant  for  il.  demanded 

A  Cow  and  Heifer  worth        400 

[  C  ]    Elizahetb  CrimeSt  for  a  Demand  of  Four 

j^hilJings  and  Eight  Pence,  was  excommunicated, 

takeq 


t^ 


I7I0, 


1720, 


172 1 


Chejhire. 

of  John  Btmcr^  and  Isaiah  Sudkr  Wacdeoi 
of  the  Parilh  of  Wafuerbam^ 

[  D  ]  JpjFuv  AlcqOk  wa»  profecutcd 
in  the  Excbeauer^  at  the  Suit  of  Matthew  Wood 
Vicar  of  Bdden. 

r  E  ]  Natkakiel  Ash  brook  of  the  Pa- 
rifhofyo^pxAr/Zi^mtheCttyof  Cbe/ier^^ 
profecuted  in  the  Eukfia^^  Courty  at  the 
Suit  of  Jobn  Witter  Tithrrfarmer  of  Qreat 
Brtmgbtm  in  the  F^cifh  call'd  St.  QfbaJds. 

[  F  ]  William  Ashton  of  Hsie  wiub. 
{^ofecated  in  the  EccUfia/iical  Courts  for  Tithes^ 

Eailer-^ 


taken  up  by  a  Writ  de  Excommunicato  capiendo^  and 
committed  to  Cbejler  Caftlc  the  12th  of  the  Month 
cali'd  Julj  1 706,  and  kept  there  a  clofe  Prifaaec 
above  fix  Weeks,  till  difcharg'dat  thp  Affizes. 

[  D  ]  The  Vicar*s  Demand  on  Alcock  was  but 
Seven  Pence  for  finall  Tithes :  After  the  Man  had 
fpent  about  as  many  Pounds,  the  Vicar  dropt 
his  Suit. 

[  E  ]  N.  jiJbbrookwz%  profecuted  for  Tithes^ 
for  Agiftment  or  depafturing  of  barren  Cattle  % 
After  much  Expence,  the  Court  difallow*d  the  Bill 
and  gave  the  Defendant  Cofts  ;  whereupon  the 
Plaintiff  appealed  to  the  Arcbbtjhofs  Court,  but  was 
returned  again  to  the  Cbancellor^s  Court  at  Cbejler 
for  a  Rehearing  •,  where  the  former  Sentence  was 
confirmed  :  Ncverthelefs  the  Defendant  never*  re- 
covered a  Penny,  tho'  the  Charge  he  had  been  at 
was  about  Sixteen  Pounds. 

[  F  ]  The  Parfon's  Demand  on  AJbton  was 
but  Five  Shillings,  for  which  he  was  put  to  Five 
Pounds  Charge, 


•  «  \ 
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Bifter-0£&rin^  and   Smokc-pcnigr,   at  the 
Slit  of  Peter  hancafier  Vicar  ot  Boden. 

John  Lamb  of  GrM/  Brougkofiy  in  the  Pa-    1726. 
nih  caHl'd  St.  OJivald'Sy  was  profbduted    in  the 
Ecckfiajiical  Court y  for  Eight  Pence  halfpenny 
demanded,    by  yames  Wright  and  Witliin 
Normantm  Wardens  of  the  I^rifii. 

[  <5  ]    Joseph  Walker  of  AeParifh  ^f   1732, 
Wimjlw)  was  proiecuted  in  the  EeelefidJHeMl 
Courts  at  the  Suit  of  ^l^bomas  Sokon  Tithorfar-*  . 
iner, 

[  H  ]  H0OH  BuRGis  of  Wifrijltm  was 
'pro&cuted  in  the  T^tkftafikal  Court ^  at  the 
Suit  of  the  aibre&id  TJ^tf  J  Bohm. 

[  I  ]    Peter  Beckett  was  profeciited  ra    1735- 
the  Ecckfiajiical  Courts  at  the  Suit  of  Tiomas  , 
Derfyjhtre  Ke&OT  of  Davenbam. 

6.  ComwaL 


[  G  ]  The  Profccutor's  Demand  from  Jofepb 
Walker,  was  for  Tithes  of  Galvcs,  Geefe,  fiee^» 
"i^c.  and  for  Eafter-Offeritigs. 

r  H  ]  Jirrjij  was  alfo  profecuced  for  Tithe  of 
Calves,  Lambs,  Geefe,  Bees,  &r.  but  after  much 
Trouble  and  Expence,  was  relieved  by  a  Prohi- 
bition out  of  the  King's  Bench. 

[  I  ]  Beckett  wzs  excommunicated  for  Tithes 
of  Hay,  •  Geefe,  Ducks,  Hens,  Chickens,  Tur* 
keys.  Pigs,  6?r, 


i6 


6.  Cornwal. 


1697.  JOHN  PETERS  was  profccutcd  in  the 
J  Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  Ann 
Cornijh  Widow  of  the  late  Parfon  of  the  Pa- 
rifli  oi  Miniver. 

1698*  John  Scowne  of  Ro/orm;  was  proiecutedin 
the  Exchequer^  for  about  Four  Shillings  for 
Tithe,  at  the  Suit  of  Francis  Lewellin. 

[  K  ]  Peter  Rogers  of  the  Parifli  of 
Deuloe  was  profecuted  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit 
of  Parfon  Fincber. 

1600.  [  ^  ]  Laurence  Groudon  was  profe- 
cuted in  the  Ecckjiaftical  Courts  for  a  Church- 
Rate  (fo  called)  at  the  Suit  of  Greg^cy  Peters 
Warden  of  the  Parifh  of  Merrien. 

170?.  Richard  Richards  of  Salt^AJh^  in  the  Pa- 
rifli call'd  St.  Stepben\  was  profecuted  in  the 
Exchequer^  at  the  Suit  of  James  Butler  Im- 
propriator, for  a  Demand  of  7/.  for  Tithes. 

ijo/L.  [  M  ]  Richard  Hitchins  was  profecu- 
ted in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of 

Stephen 

[  K  ]  iZqj^iwasimprifon'd  about  five  Months 
in  the  Sheriff's  Ward  at  Bodmin^  for  a  Demand  of 
Thirteen  Shillings  and  Four  Pence, 

[  L  ]  Laurence  Groudon  was  committed  to 
Prifon  on  a  Writ  de  Excommunicato  caj>iendOj  in  the 
Month  called  j4pril  1699. 

[  M  ]  The  Parfon  who  profecuted  Hitchins^ 
was  advis'd  by  fcvcral  Pcrfons  of  Diftinftion,  to 

take 
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St^n  Hugoe  Vicar  of  the  Parifh  call'd  St.  jiu^ 
jiell 

[  N  }    Samuel  Brown  was  profecutcd  in     1706 
the  Ecckfiajiical  Courts  at  the  Suit  of  Julius 
Glanvill  Impropriator. 

Samuel  Brown  aforefiiid,  was  profecuted     1707 
in  the  Exchequer^  at  the  Suit  of  the  iaid  Juli^ 
us  Glanvill. 

[  O  )    Tabitha    Fox   Widow,    df  the 
Parifli  caird  St.  Germains^  was  proiecuted  in 

D  th« 


take  his  Tithe  by  Juftice's  Warrant ;  but  heturn'd 
the  deaf  Ear  to  all  their  Perfuafions,  and  would 
proceed  in  the  Exchequer.  The  Tithe  adjudged 
nim  by  the  Barons  was  but  One  Pound  Nineteen 
Shillings  and  Six  Pence,  for  which  the  Cofb  of 
Suit  were  taxed  at  Thirty  Eight  Pounds  ;  for  Non- 
payment whereof,  the  poor  Man  was  committed 
rrifoner  to  the  Sheriff's  Ward  at  Bodmiriy  on  the 
13th  of  the  Month  called  May  1707,  and  continued 
clofe  Prifoner  there  Three  Years  one  Month  and 
two  Days,  and  then  removed  himfelf  to  the  King^s 
Bench  Prifon  at  London^  where  he  remained  a  Pri- 
foner till  the  7th  of  the  Month  called  May  17 14: 
So  that  the  whole  Time  of  his  Imprifonment  was 
Seven  Years,  for  an  original  Demand  of  i/.  19J.  6d. 

[  N  ]  Samuel  Brown y  for  a  Demand  of  One 
Pound  Ten  Shillings  Tithe,  was  committed  to 
Z*a«»r^7?^»  Goal  in  the  Month  called  April  1706, 
upon  the  Proccfs  againft  him  in  the  Ecclefiajlical 
Cottriy  and  kept  clofe  Prifoner  Nineteen  Months; 
during  the  Time  of  which  Imprifonment,  he  was 
alfo  profecuted  in  the  Exchequer. 

[  O  ]  Tabilba  Fox  was  committed  to  Bodmin 
Goal  on  the  2d  of  the  Month  called  Jpril  1708, 

and 
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the  Exchequer^  at  the  Suit  of  Julius  GlannHll 

Impropriator. 
1710.        [  P  ]     Philip  Deeble  was  profecuted  in 

the  Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  Far-- 

mer  Nailor  Redlor  of  the  Parifli  of  Martins. 
17 1 5.        Philip  Deeble  afore^d  was  profecuted  in 

the  Exchequer^    at  the  Suit  of  the  aforefaid 

Farmer  Nailor  s  Widow. 

1720.  [  Q^]  Samuel  Allen  was  profecuted  in 
the  Exchequer  for  Thirty  Years  finall  Tithes, 
at  the  Suit  of  Philip  Wynel  Parfon. 

172 1.  [  R  ]  Mary  Scantlebury,  Stephen 
Richards  and  Joseph  Tregellis  of  Fal- 
mouthy  were  profecuted  in  the  Ecclefiafiical 
Courts  at  the  Suit  of  John  Howes  and  Nicholas 
Paynter  Wardens,  for  a  Church-Rate  (fo  cal- 
led) 

Court  J 


and  continued  Prifoner  to  the  1 6th  of  the  Month 
called  7«;i^  ijo^j  when  flie  was  difcharged  by  a 
Superfedeas. 

[  P  ]  PhUtpDeeilevfdLS  commxtttA  to  Bodmin 
Goal  on  the  3d  of  O£ioher  1710  ;  he  was  afterwards 
removed  by  Habeas  Corpus  to  London^  and  com- 
mitted to  the  Fleet  on  the  14th  of  December  171 1, 
and  was  continued  Prifoner  for  Two  Years  or 
more. 

[  ()]  The  Profccution  of  Samuel  Allen  was  in 
a  fhortTime  put  a  Stop  to  by  the  DireAion  of  the 
Parfon  himfelf,  upon  a  more  mature  Deliberation. 

X.  S.  D. 

[  R  ]  Note,  the  Demand  on  Mary^  i  c  o 
Scantlebury  was  ^         ^ 

Stephen  Richards  o  17     6 

Jofepb  Tregellis  Q  10    o 
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John  Scantlebury  of  Port  J/aac,  wa« 
profecuted  in  the  Ecclejiajiical  (hurt  for  Tithes, 
at  the  Suit  of  Jonathan  Dagg  Parfon. 

John  Scantleborv  afore^id  was;  alfo pro- 
fecuted in  the  Exchequer  for  the  feme  Tithes, 
at  the  Suit  of  the  laid  Jonathan  Dagg.  '' 

Philip  Deeble  was  profecuted  in  xht  Ec-     1722. 
cMaftkal  Court  for  finall  Tithes,  at  the   Suit 
ot  Philip  Price  Parfon  of  I'otnefs, 

Gabriel  Rundell  of  Lifcard  was  pro-    ^J^^- 
fecutcd  in  the  Exchequer ^  at  tJie  S^iit  of  Peter 


Joseph  Deeble  of  Loo  was  profecuted  in    173 1. 
the  Exchequer  for  Tithe  of  Woodland,  at  the 
Suit  oi  Philip  Pyne  Parfon. 

t  S  J    THOMAsGiDDYandTHOMAsCoN-     1733- 
TABLE  of  Kea  were  profecuted  in  the  Ecclejt- 
ajiical  (hurt  for  a  Church-Rate  {{o  called)  at 
theSuitof  7(J;6«  TuS^  Warden. 


7.  Cumberland. 

[T]   riCriLLIAM  GREENHOW,    E-    1696. 

TT      MANUEL    TODHUNTER,    Tho- 

MAs Priestman,  John  Sowekby,  John Slee, 
Chriitopher  Todhunter,    Thomas  Ed- 
monson, and  Joshua  Mark,  dwelling  inor 
D  2  near 


[  S  ]  The  Demand  on  both  thefc  Pcrfons  wr.s 
not  above  Four  Shillings. 

[  T  ]    Thefe  eight  Pcrfons  were  committed 

to  Carlijle  Goal  in  or  about  ^cbaelmaj  Term, 

^697, 
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Acar  Gray/lock^  were  profeoited  in  the  Exche^ 
quer  for  (mall  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  Thomas 
Gibbon  Parfon  of  Grayfiock. 
1696.  [  U  ]  John  Taylor  oi  Silleth  in  Holm- 
Cuttrumy  was  profecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for 
Tithes,  by  Lancelot  Simpjon^  Attorney  to 
Sir  yohnLowther  of  Lowther,  Tithe-farmer 
under  one  of  the  CoUedges  at  Oxford. 

r  W  ]  Robert  Atkinson  of  Laurence 
Holme  was  profecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for 
Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  Sir  George  Fletcher  Im- 
propriator. 

John 


J697,  and  four  of  them,  namely,  JVilliam  GreeH" 
boWy  Emanuel  Todbunter,  John  Sowerby^  and  Jo- 
Jhua  Mark  J  were  continued  Prifoners  Six  Years  and 
Two  Months,  at  the  end  of  which  long  Imprifon- 
ment,  the  Profecutors  confented  to  their  being  dif- 
charg'd  in  the  Year  1703. 

N.  B.  During  their  Imprifonment,  the  Parfon 
or  his  Servants  made  fevere  Diftrefs  upon  their 
Goods  Yearly  for  fmall  Tithes. 

[  U  ]  John  Taylor  for  a  Demand  of  i/.  55.  Sd. 
for  Tithes,  had  taken  from  him,  in  November  1698 
by  Sequeftratwrtj  Corn  and  Cattle,  to  the  Value  of 
Forty  four  Pounds  Eighteen  Shillings, 

[  W  ]  Roberi  Atkinfon  was  firft  imprifon'd  at 
Carli/le:  In  the  Month  called  May^  1698,  he  was 
removM  by  Habeas  Corpus  to  London^  and  com- 
mitted to  the  Fleei  Prifon,  about  230  Miles  from 
his  Wife  and  Family.  While  he  continued  Pri- 
foner  to  the  Fleet,  the  Suit  was  carried  on  to  a  Se^ 
quejlration,  and  in  the  Year  1700,  his  Corn  and 
Cattle  were  fcizcd  to  the  Value  of  Fifty  eight 
'"    Pounds 
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[  X  ]  JoHjf  Smith,  Richard  Cham-  169& 
BERs,  Richard  Barnes,  John  Miller, 
John  Benson,  Anthony  Skelton,  Willi- 
am Kiddy,  Francis  Stubs,  William  Cock- 
ton,  John  Kembly,  John  Glaster,  Wil- 
liam Messenger,  John  Parkin,  and  John 
Pow,  were  profccutcd  in  the  Exchequer,  at 
the  Suit  of  Sir  J«hn  Lowtber,  by  Lancet 
Simpjon  afore&id. 

Arthur  Skelton  was  profccuted  in  the 
Exchequer  for  One  Pound  Fifteen  Shillings  de- 
manded, for  One  Year's  Tithe,  at  the  Suit  of 
Sir  yohn  Lowtber,  by  Lancelot  Simpjbn  afore- 
laid. 

[  Y  ]     George  Bewlev  of  Ivegiil,  in  the     1697. 
Parilh  ot  Great  Braithwait,  was  profccuted  in 
the  Exchequer  J  at  the  Suit  of  Edward  HaJ'al 
Tithe-iarmer. 

WlL- 


Pounds ;  bcfidcs  which,  in  1701,  they  made  two 
other  Seizures,  and  detain'd  from  him  an  Horfe 
and  a  Cow  worth  61.  \  Ss.  6d.  In  all.  Sixty  fout 
Pounds  Sixteen  Shillings  and  Six  Pence,  for  a  De. 
mand  of  26/.  An  Order  was  alfo  ilTued  for  leizing 
the  Real  Eftate  of  the  faid  Robert  Aikinfen,  but 
before  the  Attorney  had  Time  to  citcciKe  it,  the 
Plantilf,  Sir  Gf:orge  Fletcher,  died. 

[  X  ]  Miller,  Ben/on-,  Skelton,  Kiddy,  and 
Parkin,  were  committed  to  Carlijle  Goal,  conti- 
nued Prifoners  till  the  Death  of  the  Profccutor,  and 
were  relcafed  on  the  iiih  ot  the  Month  called 
April  1 701. 

[  y  ]  George  Bewley  for  3/.  lOJ.  Tithes  de- 
creed by  the  Court,  being  for  Five  or  Six  Years, 

and 
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1698.        [  Z  ]  William  Graham,    Archibald 
Bell,  Joseph  Atkinson,  and  others  of  Sike-- 
Jidcy    were  profecuted  at    Common  Law    for 
Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  George  Fletcher  Impro- 
priator. 

[  A  ]  Thomas  Drape  of  Waitfield  in 
Holm-Cultrum  was  profecuted  in  the  Exchequer ^ 
at  the  Suit  of  the  laid  Sir  John  Lowther,  by 
Lancelot  Simp/on. 

1701.        [  B  ]    Ann  Henderson  Widow,  and  her 
Son  Robert  Henderson,  were  profecuted  in 

the 


and  Cofts  of  Suit,  had  taken  from  him  by  a  Se- 

queftralion in  ly 02 y  L.    S.  D. 

Live  Cattle,  appraifcd  at        59     o    o 

And  in  1703,  4  Oxen  and  Steers,        23  10    o 

For  a  Demand  of  3/.  jos.         Taken    82  10    o 

The  Goods  were  appraifcd  12/.  too  little, 

[  Z  ]  IVilliam  Graham  had  taken  from  him 
by  a  Judgment  obtained  at  Carli/le  Affizcs  in  1 6ggy 
Goods  of  above  Fifty  Pounds  Value,  for  about 
21/.  demanded. 

[  A  ]  Thomas  Drape  for  a  Demand  of  4/.  i  os. 
for  Tithe,  had  taken  from  him  in  the  Year  1 699, 
Cattle,  Corn,  Hay  and  Straw,  worth  Fifty  Pounds. 
And  at  another  Time,  Kine  and  other  Goods,  for 
a  farther  Demand  of  15/.  Charges. 

[  B  ]  The  Widow  Henderfon  and  her  Son 
were  arrefted  on  the  12th  of  the  Month  called  June 
1 70 1,  (tho*  the  Writ,  upon  Search  made  after- 
ward,  bore  Date  on  the  i7th.^  Upon  Trial  the 
Jury  gave  a  Verdift  for  One  Penny  Damages,  it 
being  for  Tithe- Wool.  They  were  imprifon'd 
1 1  Months^  and  released  by  an  A<ft  of  Grace. 
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the  Commm  PleaSj  at  the  Suit  of  l%omas  Story 
Parfon  of  Banton. 

[  C  3    Mable  Henderson  of  iC(ViAjn/tf«    1702, 
was  profccuted  in  the  Ecclejiaji\cal  Courts  at 
Ae  Suit  of  Thimas  Story  aforeiaid. 

Mable  Henderson  was  again  profccuted 
in  the  Ecclejiajiical  Court  for  fmall  Tithes,  at 
the  Suit  of  the  fame  I^mthos  Story. 

[  D  ]  John  Brown  of  Ougbterby  vras 
profecuted  in  the  Ecckjiajiical  Court  for  a 
Chun;h-Rate(fo  called.)  And  alfo  for  finall 
Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  Thomas  Story  aforeiaid. 

f  E  3    Robert  Atkinson   of  Laurence-    1708. 
H^m  in  H^igton  Parifli,  was  profecuted  in  the 
Exchequer  for  Tithes,    at  the  Suit  of  Henry 
Fletcher  Impropriator. 

Robert 


[  C  ]  Mable  Henierfon  was  committed  Pri- 
foner  to  Carlijle  Goal  on  the  7tli  of  September, 
1702,  and  died  a  Prifoner. 

[  D  ]  yobn  Brown  was  committed  to  Carlijle 
Goal  on  the  ych  oi  September y  1702,  and  continued 
Prifoner  ull  November  1703,  when  he  was  dif- 
charg'd  by  a  Superfedeas  granted  upon  a  Dcfeft  in 
the  Proceeding. 

[  E  ]  R.  Atkinfon  was  committed  to  Carlijle 
Goal  in  the  Month  cali'd  Maj,  1708  ■■,  and  dif* 
charg'd  in  the  Month  cali'd  July,  1709,  by  an 
Ad  of  General  Pardon.  In  1710,  the  laid  Henry 
Fletcher  Subpsna'd  him  again  into  the  Exchequer  ; 
but  chat  Suit  ended  foor)  after  by  the  Death  of  the 
Profecutor.  He  had  during  the  Procefs  againft 
him,  his  Corn  and  Cattle  feized  at  one  time  to  the 
Value  of  Fifty  Eight  Pounds  One  Shilling  and  Nine 
Pence 
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1710.  R,ojERT  Atkinson  was  again  profecutcd  m 
the  Exchequer^  at  the  Suit  of  the  laid  Fletcher. 
[  F  ]  John  Henjderson,  William  Hen- 
D£g,soN  and  Isaac  Crookdalk,  were  profe- 
cutcd in  the  Exchequer^  at  the  Suit  of  Thomas 
Story  Paribn  of  Banton. 

John  Stordy  of  Brough  was  profecutcd  in 
the  Exchequer  J  for  Ten  Shillings  demanded 
for  a  Mortuary,  at  the  Suit  of  the  laid  Thomas 
Story. 

Margaret  Hodgson  of  Brough  was  pro- 
fecutcd in  the  Exchequer  for  fmall  Tithes,  at 
the  Suit  of  the  laid  Ihmas  Story. 

ijj^.  [  G  ]  Thomas  Wilkinson,  William 
Caddy,  Anthony  Skelton,  Richard 
KiRKBRiDE,  John  Drape  Jen.  and  John 
Drape  ;««.  of  Holm-Cultrumy  were  profecu- 
ted  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  Jojeph  John/on 
and  John  Barnes  Tithe-farmers. 

1720.  [  H  ]  Mary  Beeby  Widow  was  pro- 
fecutcd in  the  Exchequer ^  for  Tithes  of  a  Tene- 
ment at  Bowjcohy  at  the  Suit  of  John  Pattinjbn 

of 


Pence,  at  another  time  Goods  worth  Fifteen 
Pounds,  and  ac  a  third  time  to  the  Value  of  Three 
Pounds. 

[  F  ]  John  Henderfon  and  Ifaac  Crookdalk  vrerc 
committed  to  Prifon,  and  continued  there  above 
five  Months :  The  Demand  on  them  was  5^.  4^.  in 
lieu  of  Tithes,  and  lOi.  for  a  Mortuary. 

Q  G  ]  They  were  committed  to  Prifon  at  Car- 
lijle  :  Skelton  and  Caddy  died  Prifoners,  and  the 
others  continued  Four  Years. 

[  H  ]  This  Suit  dropt  by  the  Death  of  the 
Profecutor. 


t^Penritbt  iot  a  Modus  of  lOt.  per  Tear j  ^, 
5ix  Years. 

Isaac  Huntington  of  Carlijle  was  proje^    lytXl 
cuted  in  the  Bccleja/icai  Courts  at  the  Suit  o£ 
Edward  Broken  and  Bernard  Se-mU  Wardens* 
for  If.  Zd.  demanded  for  a  Church-Ra^  j[&> 
called) 

Thomas  Mitchinson  oiCarUfie  WM  pro*; 
fecutcd  in  the  Ecckjiajiical  Courts  at  the  $q^ 
of  Edward  Brown  and  Thomas  Slack  Wardens 
of  the  Parilh.  for  Five  Penee-demanded  for  a 
Church-Ratc  (fo  called.) 

John  Huntington  oi Carlifle,  Jpothicary, 
vns  profecuted  in  the  Ecckfiaftical  Courts  at 
the  Suit  oi  Edward  Brawn  and  Bernard  SeweU 
Wardens,  for  Six  Pence  demand^  for  a 
Church-Rate  (fo  called.)  i       '    • 

John  Huntington  aforeiaid  was  prolecu-    jyii^ 
ted  in  the  Eccle/ia/iical  Courts    for  a  I>einanl  * 

of  Two  Pence. 

John  Huntington  aforeCiid  was  again  prp- 
jecuted  for  Two  Shillings  and  Eight  Pence, 
Church-Scfi  (fo  called)  at  the  Suit  of  Richard 
Scott,  John  Dixon^  fVUliam  Bacon  and  Joba 
Sewell  Wardens. 

John  Huntington    was  a  fourth  thaip    J733» 
profecuted  for  One  Shilling  and  Nine  Pence 
hal^nny  Church-Sels  (fo  called)  at  the  Suit  of 
Anthony  Nixon,    John  Simpfm,  John   Stra^ 
and  yofm  Dixon  Wardens. 

John  Huntington  was  the  fifth  time  pro-  '  173  J^. 
fecuted  for  One  Shilling  and  an  hal^>enny 
Church-Sefs  (fo  called)  at  the  Siat  of  John 
E  Carlip, 


i6  Cumberland. 

Carlijk^  l%omas  Hartnefsy  Thomas  Olhant  and 
CutbAert  Sewell  Wardens. 
'  [  I  ]    Edward  Tyson  of    Birkertbwait 
vniS  profecuted  in  the  Exchequer^  at  the  Suit  of 
miltam  Hudlejion  Efqs  oiMilhm  Cafik  Tithe- 
ranner* 

Daniel  Tyson  Weaver^  was  profecuted  ia 
the  Exchequer^  at  the  Suit  of  the  aforeiaid 
Sudlejlon. 


8^  Derby/hire. 


ijii.   I  K  1  TOHN  FREETH    and    Joseph 

J  Freeth  both  oi  CbefierJUld^  were 
profecuted  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  Richard 
milner  and  John  Woodward  Tithe-farmers. 

[  L  ]    William  Hancock  of  Cutthorpe 
was  profecuted  in  the  Exchequer^  at  the  Suit  of 

Richard 


M^ 


[  I  ]  The  Demand  on  the  two  i'jjons  was  for 
about  Four  Shillings  each  for  fmall  Tithes :  But 
upon  Rcprefcntation  of  their  Cafe  to  the  faid  IVillu 
am  Hudlefton^  they  being  both  very  poor,  he  ge- 
ncroufly  flopt  the  Proceedings  againfl  them,  and 
paid  the  Cofts  himfelf, 

[  K  ]  John  and  Jofepb  Freeth  were  taken  up 
by  an  jtttacbmenU  and  committed  to  the  common 
Goal  at  Cbefterfield^  on  the  13th  of  OStober  171 1. 

[  L  ]  tVilliam  Hancock  was  taken  up  by  an 
Attachment  out  of  the  Exchequer ^  and  committed  to 

the 
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Richard  Miher  and  John  Woodward  Tithe- 
fanners. 

William  Hancock  aforeikid  was  profecu-    17 12. 
ted  in  the  Common  Pkdf.  at  the  Suit  of  the 
lame  Tithe-farmers. 

[  M  ]    Stephen  Arnold  and  Samuel    1723* 
BoLsovER  of  Wbittington  were  proiecuted  in 
ihit  Ecclejmfitpal  Court  fin- Clerk's  Wages,    at 
the  Suit  of*^  Simon  Ghjfopl 

George  Turpin  was  pr6iecuted  in  the  £r-    ^T^S'^ 
clejajiical  Court  for  Qerk'^  Wages,  at  the  Suit  . 
of  William  Crain  Parifh  Clerk  of  North  Wing^ 
field. 

[  N  ]    Stephen  Arnold  and  Samuel     ^T^7^ 
BoLsovER  of  Wbittington  were  proiecuted  in 
the  Ecclefiafiical  Court  for  Clerk's  Wages,  at 
the  Suit  of  George  Hewett  Parifti  Clerk. 

'  '•  E  2  Q.  Dinm- 


the  common  Goal  at  Chejier field  on  the  13  th  of 
OSoher  171 1,  and  continued  Prifoner  till  the  25th 
of  the  Month  callM  March  17 12,  and  was  then  fee 
at  Liberty  by  the  Profecutor's  Order,  who  dropt 
his  Suit  in  the  Exchequer  \  and  foon  after  proceeded 
againft  him  in  the  Common  Pleas  for  treble  Dama- 
ges, got  an  Execution^  and  for  an  original  Demand 
of  i6i.  c^d.  for  Six  Years,  made  a  Seizure  of  his 
Houihola  Goods,  and  a  Cow,  to  the  Value  of 
Twenty  Pounds,  leaving  him  nothing  of  Value  for 
the  Ufe  of  his  Wife  and  Children. 

[  M  ]  The  Clerk's  Wages  demanded  of  both 
of  them,  did  not  amount  to  above  2s.  2d, 

[  N  ]  Stephen  Arnold  was  proceeded  againft  to 
an  Excommunication^  the  Demand  on  him  was  Two 
Shillings,  and  on  Bolfover  Eight  Pence. 
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9.  Devon/hire^ 

[1696.   [  O  ]  JOHN  COLESWORTttY  of  %- 

%3  Jham  was  proiecuted  m  die  Bcckir 
afical  Court  for  final!  Tithes  and  feaiffcr-Ottbr 
vixm^  at  the  Suit  of  Chrijkpber  B^k.  , 

•I 607.  Robert  Ford  of  Halbertcn  was  profecuted 
in  the  Ecclefiajlicql  Court  for  Four  Shillings  an^ 
Six  Pence  for  a  Church-Rate  (fo  called)  and 
Bxcommunicated. 

Thomas  Fry  and  Thomas  Stamper 
were  profecuted  in  the  Ecckfit^kal  Courts 
for  Eighteen  Penc^  each. 

^JOh  [  P  3  Jane  Splatt  was  profecuted  in 
the  Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  Fran^ 
Cis  Stoake  Parfon  of  the  Parifh  of  Bovi^tracy. 

Jane 


^mmmmfmm^mmmmmammmm^m^mmmm^mmi^mmmmmm 


[  O  ]     The  Uhel  preferred  againft  John  Citlef 
xoortby  in  the  Ecclefiafiicdl  Courts  rtiiSt  Pemand  ef 
fmall  Tithes  and  Offerings  for  nine  Years,  viz. 
4d  per  jfnnum  S^CT^ttitnt  Moticjj 
id  petjlnnum  Garden- penny, 
I J /»fr^»w»j  Hearth-penny,  6?r. 
Ifeif^as  committed  to  £x9;rGfoal  about  the  i5tl| 
i)f  the  Month   call'd  January   1697,   but  upbn 
pl^^dins  the  Errprs  of  his  Commitment»  was  dif- 
charged  at  the   AlHs^es  following,   about  three 
JWEonrfis  after. 

[  P  ]    Jane  Splatt^    about  Seventy  Years  of 
Age,  was  profccytpd  for  Two  Years  Tithe,  which 

accord- 
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f  QJ   Jane  Small  was  profecutid  in  the    1702 
Ecckfiajikal  Court,  at  the  Suit  of  fTilfiam  Rif 
den  Parfon  of  the  Par ifh  of  Il/ir^on. 

Jacob  Phillips  tliWeJi  Ahington  was  pro- 
^xuted  to  an  Excommunication. 

Isaac  Brooking  of  ^^/^rry  was  profecu- 
ted  in  the  Exchequer  for  finali  Tithes^  at  the 
$uit  of  Aaron  Baker  Vicar. 

Andrew  Stone  was  profecuted  in  the  Ex-    - 
chequer,   at  the  Suit  of  the  afore&id  Parfoti 
Aaron  Baker. 

JosmjA  Weymouth  of  Martborougb  was 

Sofecutcd  in  the  JBx^Apj^^r,  at  the  Suit  of  the 
4  Aaron  Baker. 

RiOGER  Garvis  of  Smtb^HewiJh  was  profe- 
cuted at  the  Suit  of  the  £iid  Aaron  Baker. 

N.  B.  7be  Profecutions  in  the  Exchequer, 
on  tbojefour  Ferjbm  laji  above  mentioned^  were 
Jropty  and  Dijirejs  made  by  Juftices  Warrants. 

James  Taylor  oi  Holcomb  Regis  was  pro-    ^7^Z^ 
fecuted  in  the  Exchequer. 

Andrew 


according  to  Cuftom  was  but  jd.  per  Anhumj  the* 
the  Parion  demanded  Twcnrjr  four  Shillings .  She 
was  commitced  to  the  Sheriff's  Prifai  near  ExoHy 
about  the  Month  called  July  1702,  and  remained 
Prifoner  above  Two  Years  and  One  Month,  when 
fhe  was  difchargM  by  Super/ideas  granted  upon  the 
Death  of  the  Profecutor. 

[  Q^  ]   jf^^^  Small  was  alfo  a  poor  Woman,  and 
imprifon'd  in  the  County  Goal  icvcral  Yc^its. 


^o  Devon/hire. 

1704.  [  ^  ]  Andrew  Goss  of  BiJhop^Nympton 
was  proKxnited  in  the  Ecclefiajlical  Court  for 
a  Church-Rate  {{o  called.) 

[  S  1  Hilary  Magey,  John  Frayne, 
and  William  Yelland,  all  of  Oakbamptm:, 
were  profecuted  in  the  Ecclefiajlical  Courts  at 
the  Suit  of  Francis  Richards  Warden,  for  a 
Church-Rate  (fo  called) 

1707.  Thomas  Saukders  was  profecuted  in  *  the 
Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  Nathaniel 
Langley  Impropriaton 

[  T  ]  Joshua  Weymouth  was  profecu- 
ted  in  the  Exchequer  for  ihiall  Tithes,  at  the 
Suit  of  Aaron  Baker  Vicar  of  MarHdroi^b^ 
WeJl'Alvingtony  SoutlhHuiJh^  andilliibo.- 

Mar-- 


[  R  ]  Andrew  Gofs  for  a  Demand  of  4^.  was 
excommunicated,  and  committed  to  Prifon.on  or 
before  the  i6th  of  the  Month  calPd  Juh  1704,  and 
remained  a  Prifoner  till  the  3d  of  the  Month  caU'd 
April  1 706,  being  about  Twenty  One  Months. 

[  S  ]  The  Demands,  for  which  thefc  Three 
were  profecuted,  were  very  fmall,  viz. 

S.  D. 
Of  Hilary  Macey  i     3 

Of  John  Frayne  o    5 

Of  Prudence  Telland    o    5 

[  T  ]  Jojhua  Weymouth  was  thrice  imprifon'd 
in  the  Courfe  of  this  Profecution  ;  being  committed 
on  the  23d  of  December  1707 :  And  again,  on  an 
Attachment^  the  5th  of  the  Month  call'd  A£av 
1708 ,  and  a  third  Time  on  the  18th  of  the  Month 
caird  April  1709;  but  the  Writ  on  which  he  was 
lad  committed,  bearing  Date  on  the  Day  call'd 
Sunday^  upon  pleading  that  Error,  he  was  dif* 
chained. 


Devonjhire  ^  i 

[  LT  ]    Margaret  Lee  of  Bridge^ftawn    lyog. 
near  ^otnefs  Widow  was    profecuted  in  th# 
Exchequer y  at  the  Suit  of  liomas  Curtis  Gen- 
tleman. 


)iWeJiwood  near  Crm    lyiz. 
the  Exchequer^   fv 


ditm  wa^   profecuted  in    the  Exchequer^ 
Tithes. 

John  CoLESwoRTHY  aforelaid  was  proi)^    I7'3« 
cuted  in  the  Ecckfiajiical  Court.  ' 

[  W  ]    James  Tucket  was  profccuted%i    171 6. 
the  Ecckfiaftical  Court  for  Thirty  Two  Shil- 
lings demanded   for  a  Church-Rate  (fo  called) 
at  the  Suit  of  Samuel  Bickjord  Warden  of  the 
Parifh  of  Comlyntynked. 

[  X  ]     Susanna  HiNsoN  was  profecuted    17 19* 
in  the  Ecckfiajiical  Court  for  Tithes,    at  the 
Suit  of  yohn  Spiring  Vicar  of  Burlefcomb. 

Ann  Pengelly  of  Exeter  was  profecuted    172 1, 
in  the  Ecclejiajlical  Courts  at  the  Suit  of  Willie 
am  garter  Parfon,  for  Four  Shillings  demand- 
ed for  his  Maintenance. 

Ann 


[  TJ  1  Margaret  Lee  was  profecuted  for  Tithe 
of  a  new  planted  Orchard,  which  produced  but 
about  two  Quarters  and  an  half  of  Barley. 

[  W  "]  James  bucket  on  a  Writ  de  Excommu^ 
nicato  capiendo  was  committed  to  the  Sheriff's  Ward 
in  ExoHj  in  the  beginning  of  the  Month  called 
July  1 7 1 6,  and  remained  Prifoner  till  the  2d  of 
the  Month  called  February  1 7 1 7. 

[  X  ]  Sufanna  Henfon  was  committed  Prifoner 
to  the  Sheriffs  Ward  in  Exon  on  a  Writ  de  Excom- 
municato capiendo^  but  after  three  Months  Impri- 
fonment  discharged  by  a  Superfedeas. 


g!j  Devon/hire  i 

1722*  ^  Ann  Pengelly  afofefaid  wa?  profecutcd  in 
Sie  EcclefiaJUcal  Court  for  a  Church-Ratc  (fo 
called)  at  the  Suit  of  mUiam  Cutclif  Warden 
of  the  Parifh  call'd  St  Edmunds  on  the  Bridge. 

J725.  •Sarah  Ford  Widow  was  profccuted  in  the 
mclefiajiical  Court,  at  the  Suit  of  Parfon  Ack-- 
land  oifVelland,  for  Tithe. 

1729.  ^[  Y  ]  James  Tucket  was  profecuted  in 
tl^e  Exchequer y  at  the  Suit  of  John  Doidge  Par- 

oi  StokeXlimJlandy  for  Tithes. 

1730.  J[  Z  ]  James  Tucket  aforefaid  was  a- 
gain  profccuted  in  the  Exchequer^  at  the  Suit 
of  'Jolvi  Doidge  aforefaid. 

[  A  ]  El  IAS  Tucket,  James  luciet  his 
Brother,  and  their  Sifter,  were  profecuted  in 
the  Ex  chequer y  at  the  Suit  of  the  aforefaid  Par- 
fon Doidge. 

Peter 


[  Y  ]  James  bucket  w^s  committed  to  Prifon 
in  the  Month  called  Miy  1730,  for  a  Demand  of 
Four  Pounds  Ten  Shillings  Tithe,  being  then  a- 
bovcSeventy  Years  of  Age,  and  had  been  Blind 
for  Twenty  Years  befqrc. 

]  Z  ]  He  was  again  profccuted  afrefh  for  the 
laft  Year's  Tithe,  tho'  in  Prifon,  where  he  conti- 
nued about  Six  Years,  being  difchargcd  this  prc- 
fehtYear  1736. 

[  A-]  Thf'fe  were  tl^  Sons  and  Daughters  of 
the  aforefaid  J^mes  Tucke^  and  the  Parfon  fil'd  a 
J^ill  againft  them  tor  the  fame  Demand  for  which 
he  imprifon'd  tltcir  Father  ;  but  finding  after- 
wards that  they  har!  no  Concern  in  the  Affair,  he 
proceeded  no  farther. 


fB]    Peter MacbY of Otfil/&<»9i^/aR was    1732.' 
pfoiecottd  in  the  Ecck/u^kai  Court,  at  the  Suit 
of  "timttiiy  Edwards  Parfoa  of  the  FkrilL 

ARCHEZ.AUS  HoLwoRTHV  wfti  profficuted    .1735] 
in  the  Ecckji^ical  Cottrty  for  Four  Shiliiogs 
demanded  for  a  Church-Rate  (fi>  called)  at  the 
Suit  of  Rubor d  Maypender  Warden  of  the  Pa* 
rifh  call'd  St.  Thmas  near  jSmmt* 

10.   Derfetjhire. 

[  C  ]  ¥» TILLIAM  MOCKET  of  firW-    1696: 

VV  a£;j^  was  profccuted  at  Common 
Law  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  John  Page 
Rcftor  oi  Broadway. 

James  Haviland  of  Corf-Cajiky  inthe-5& 
of  Purbeck^  was  profcnitcd  in  the  Ecclefiajiical 
Court  for  a  Oiurch-Ratc  (fb  called.) 

F  James 


[  B  ]  The  Suit  againfl:  Macey  was  put  a  Scop 
to  by  the  IiKerceflion  of  (bme  neighbouring  Gentle- 
men, who  prevaird  with  the  Parfon  to  fufpend  1^ 
Proceedings. 

[  C  3  Pl^tlliam  Mochet  was  profccuted  for  Six 
Years  Tithe  •,  the  Value  of  which,  as  proved  upon 
the  Trial,  was  9/.  ioj.  The  Jury  gave  in  a  Ver- 
dift  for  Treble  Damages  :  Execution  was  there- 
upon  awarded,  and  in  the  Beginning  of  the  Tear 
1697,  he  had  Eioht  Cows  taken  away,  worth 
Thirty  Two  Pounds. 


1 


34-  T>orfetJhire. 

[  D  ]  James  Haviland  aforclaid  was 
profecuted  in  the  Common  Pleas^  at  the  Suit  of 
George  King  Redtor  of  Langton  Matrofoers. 

1699.  [  £  ]  James  Haviland  aforefaid  was 
profecuted  on  the  Statute  for  T'rebk  Damages ^ 
at  the  Suit  of  George  King  Rcdtor  of  Langton-- 
MatraverSy  and  alfo  at  the  Suit  of  James  Par- 
kins  Redtor  of  Corf-Cafik. 

X706.  The  Widow  Hofw  was  profecuted  in  the 
Ecckjiajiical  Court  for  Four  Shillings  and 
Six  Pence  demanded  for  a  Church-Rate  (fo 
called.) 

1699.  [  F  ]  Thomas  Strong  was  profecuted  at 
Common  Law  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  James 
Parkins  Parfon  of  the  Parilh  oiCorfe. 

Tho- 


[  D  ]  James  Haviland  for  a  Demand  of  4/. 
Tithes,  had  taken  from  him  by  an  Execution^ 

L.    S.    D 
3  Milch  Cows,  5  Steers  and  one  Bull? 
Valued  by  a  moderate  Computation  at  3  ^7     ^    ^ 

[  E  ]  Upon  Trial,  the  Jury  gave  a  Verdift 
for  each  of  the  Parfons  to  the  Value  of  40J.  for 
which  Judgment  and  Execution  was  awarded  for 
each  of  them  17/.  And  on  the  3d,  4th  and  5th 
Days  of  the  Month  called  ylpril  1700,  he  had  Two 
Bibles,  his  HouQioId  Goods,  Bedding,  Linen, 
Wearing  Apparel,  6fr:  taken  away  to  the  Value 
of  Fifty  Pounds. 

[  F  ]  ^tbomas  Strong  hr  3,  Demand  of  i/.  10^. 
6d.  Tithes  and  Cods  of  Suit,  had  Judgment  a- 
warded  againft  him  at  Dorcbejler  Affizes  in  1 699, 
for  Fifteen  Pounds  Eleven  Shillings  and  Six  Pence. 
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[  G  ]  Thomas  Strong  afordaid  was 
profecuted  in  the  Exchequer^  at  the  Suit  of 
Matthew  Bowks  Parfbn. 

[  H  ]     George  Hakkjs  of  Warrant  Rujh^    1706. 
ton  was  prolccuted  in  the  Ecclejiafiical  Courts 
at  the  Suit  of  Frampton  Roges^  for  Tithe. 

[  I  ]  Ann  Seymour  widow,  of  iWi/r;7i&j//,     1709. 
was  profecuted  in  the  Ecclefiajiical  Courts  at 
the  Suit  of  Matthew   Hunt  and  jfobn  Moore 
Wardens. 

F «  Tho- 


1^  G  ]     The  faid  7*.  Strong  for  a  Demand  of  4/. 
Tithe,  had  taken  from  him  by  Sequejlration^ 

L.  S.  D. 
An  Eftatc,  being  Chattel-Leafc,  worth  50  o  o 
His  Goods  and  Corn  on  the  Ground       20    o    o 


70    o    o 


[  H  ]  George  Harris  was  committed  to  Dor- 
cbefter  Goal  by  Warrant  f roin  two  Juftices,  ground.- 
ed  on  the  Statute  of  27  Hen.  8.  for  loi.  demanded 
for  Tithes,  and  3/.  is.  iid.  for  Cofts  of  Suit :  The 
Tithe  claimed  was  for  Sheep,  Barley,  Apples, 
6?r.  After  about  feven  Months  Imprifonment,  he 
was  removed  by  Habeas  Corpus  to  the  Queen's 
Bench  Bar,  and  difcharged  upon  {>leading  the  Er- 
rors in  the  Warrant  of  his  Commitment. 

[I  1  Ann  Seymour^  after  nine  Months  Profe- 
cution  for  4^.  5  J.  ^,  was  committed  to  the  County 
Goal  at  Dorcbejier  on  the  1 7th  of  the  Month  called 
July  1 707,  on  a  Writ  de  Excommunicato  capiendo ^ 
and  contmued  Prifoner  near  Two  Years,  till  dif- 
charg'd  by  an  A£t  of  Grace. 


"^6  Dor/etjhke. 

1720.  [  K  ]  Thomas  Hait  of  Beaminfler^ 
BsidTy  was  profecated  in  the  Excbtquerj  at 
the  Suit  of  Peter  Brice  Psurfbn  of  tn  adjacent 
F^uifh  call'd  Netberbury  in  I'errd. 


mmmmmmmtmmmm^m^mmmmmm 
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11.    Durham. 

1697.  [  L  ]  "THHOMAS  HUNTER  was  profe- 

|i      cuted  iSA  the  Ecckfia^ical  Court 
for  Tithes. 

1698.  James  Wood  of  Stockton f  was  profecuted  in 
the  Exchequer y  at  the  Suit  of  the  Parfon  of  the 
P&rifli. 

I7P0'  [  M  ]  John  Wilkinson  of  JtfOT/i-lftf/?/- 
(Utt  was  profecuted  in  the  Ecckfiaftical  Court 

for 


tmmm 


f  K  1  Itbomas  Hart  was  profecuted  for  five 
Years  miall  T|thes  of  an  Orchard  aqd  Cottage 
Oftjally  valued  at  5;.  per  Annum.  The  poor  Man, 
to  avoid  apparent  Ruin,  and  prevent  the  Lofe  of 
his  Creditors  by  this  Profecution,  fold  what  little 
he  had,  and  paid  his  juft  Debts :  After  which,  the 
Parfon  dropt  his  Suit. 

[  L  }  Thomas  Hunter  was  imprifon*d  in  Dur- 
ham Goal  on  a  Writ  4e  Excommunicato  capiendo^ 
but  was  difdiai^ed  Ibme  time  after  by  the  Judge  at 
the  Aflizes,  upon  pleading  the  Errors  in  the  War- 
rant of  his  Commrtment. 

[  M  ]  John  T^lkinfifn  was  committed  to  Prifon 
on  the  19th  of  OStoier  1700,  on  a  Writ  de  Excom^ 
municato  capien^n 
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for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  the  Dean  aiid  Chap- 
tir  q£  Durham. 

[  N  ]    John  Hail  and  John  Wilkin-^    1703, 
SON  of  M$nk  HafeUoi^  were  profeaited  in  the 
Chancery  Court  at  Durham^  at  the  Suit  of  Ci- 
eefy  Nborcraft  Widow  and  Executriic  to  th^ 
deceafed  Paribn. 

Joseph  Maud  of  Suuderknd^  was  profecu^ 
ted  in  thtExchejuer  for  Tithes  of  four  Acres 
of  Hay,  at  the  Suit  oi  John  Smith  Redior  of 
Bifti^Warmwtb. 

f  O  ]    Thomas    Hunter  of  Tinkerbill    17  lo, 
was  profecutcd  in  the  Exchequer^  at  the  Suit  of 
John  Cooke  Tithe-farmer  under  William  Wi^ 
iberingtin  Imprc^iator. 

John 


•^ 


[  N  ]  Hall  znd  Wilkinfin  vrere  both  commit- 
ted to  Durham  Goal  on  the  19th  of  the  Month 
caird  jli^uft  1703  :  The  Profecutor's  Demand 
was  for  Tithe  of  Hay,  Wool,  Lambs,  Geefe,  C^c. 
and  for  Eafter-OfFeripgs  ;  On  Hall  ill.  and  on 
fVHtinfon  6/.  with  Cofts  of  Suit  15/.  for  which  were 
taken  by  Sequeftraim^ 

From  John  Hall.  L.  S.  D. 

J  3  Cows  U  Oxen,  one  Mare  &  18  Sheep,  62  10  o 

From  John  PfUkinfin^ 
Three  Horfes  and  three  Cows,  180    o 

80  10  o 


[  O  ]  Thomas  Hunter  vnafued  for  tbxet  Yam 
Tithe,  and  by  a  falfe  Return  of  Non  ejl  inventus^ 
a  SefueftrafiM  was  obtain'd,  by  which  was  taken 
from  him  on  the  22d  of  Sepiember  tyio^  Seven 
Cows,  Two  Oxen,  Two  Marcs,  One  Steer,  and 

One 
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17 14.  [Pi  John  Walton  of  Sbildotty  Tho- 
mas Lackenby  of  Bijhap  Auiland^  Ralph 
Dixon  of  Woodhoufe  Ch/eboufey  Love  .-God 
MuRWAiTE  of  Bijhp  Aukland  Widow,  and 
JoH  N  D ALTON  of  thc  fame,  were  profecuted 
in  the  Ecckfiajiical  Courts  at  the  Suit  of  Thh^ 
mas  Sayer  and  William  Slater  Wardens,  for  a 
Church-Rate  (fo  called.) 

^y'^'S*  [  Q  ]  Thomas  Kipling  was  profecuted 
in  the  EccleJiafUcal  Court  for  a  Marriage  Fee, 
at  the  Suit  of  John  Hall  Parfon  of  Darlington. 

Tho- 


One  Heifer,  worth  Forty  Pounds.  After  that 
Diftrcfs,  Hunter  put  in  an  Appearance,  and  obliged 
the  Profecutor  to  prove  his  Demand  ;  and  he 
I)roved-^/.  175,  6d.  for  3  Years  Tithe,  for  which 
and  Cofts  of  Suit,  he  procured  an  Order  to  fell  all 
the  faid  Cattle  ;  and  alfo  a  farther  Order,  under 

})retence  that  they  did  not  ampunt  to  fo  much  as  the 
aid  2/«  I  IS.  6d.  and  Cofts,  which  latterOrder  would 
probably  have  been  put. in  Execution,  but  was  pre- 
ycpted  by  the  Death  of  the  faid  Thomas  Hunter. 

[  P  y  The  Demands  were,  on  Walton  Two 
Shillings  and  Six  Pence,  Lackenby  Two  Pence  half- 
penny, i^ixon  One  Farthing,  on  the  Widow  Af«r- 
tiw// Four  Pence,  and  on  Dalton  One  Farthing  ; 
they  were  all  committed  to  Durham  Goal  on  a 
Writ  .de  Excommunicato  capiendo ;  but  feveral  of 
their  Neighbours,  troubled  at  their  Imprifonment 
for  fuch  Txifles,  paid  the  Demands  of  the  Court, 
and  gotdiiemdifcharged. 

[  Qj] '  .^2>^wtf  J  Kipling  was  committed  to  Dur- 
i^flir  Goal .  about  the  Month  callM  jiuguft  17 15, 
by  Jaftiees^  Warrant  grounded  on  the  Statute  of 
27 Hen.  8.  He  continued  Prifoncr  about  two  Years, 

and 
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Thomas  Kipling  was  again  profecujed  in    17 17^ 
the  Ecclefiajiical  Court  for  the  &me  Caufe,  by 
the  fame  rarfon. 

[  R  ]  William  King,  John  Horse- 
man and  John  Robinson,  were  profecuted 
in  the  Exchequer  by  John  Proud  Steward  to  the 
Lord  Barnard. 


1  %    Effex. 


[  S  ]    TORN  BAILEY  of  Kehedon    was    1696. 

J  profecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for 
about  Eight  Shillings  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of 
"John  ^ahor  Parfon. 

Ann  Green  was  profecuted  in  the  Excbe--    1697^ 
quer  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  Zachary  Par^ 
tridge  Impropriator. 

Michael 


and  was  difcharg'd  by  Judge  Dormer  at  Durham 
Aflizes,  in  the  Month  calPd  Auguft  17 17,  upon 
pleading  the  Errors  in  the  Warrant  of  his  Commit- 
ment. But  foon  after  his  Difcharge,  the  Parfon 
profecuted  him  again  in  the  Ecclefiajiical  Court  for 
the  fame  Caufe. 

[  R-  ^  The  Demand  on  King  was  !/•  8  J.  on 
Horfeman  i/.  55.  and  on  Robinfon  12s.  but  the  Pro- 
fecudon  was  put  a  Stop  to,  through  an  Application 
made  to  the  Lord  Barnard^  and,  as  was  uippos^d, 
by  his  Direction. 

[  S  ]  John  Bailey  was  committed  to  Cbclmf- 
ford  Goal  on  the  27ch  of  the  Month  call'd  April 
1699, 


40  £0e^- 

•1698.       [  T  ]    Michael  Pettit  of  Great  Sam^ 
Jbrd  was  profecuted  in   the  Exche^pier^    for 
Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  Edward  Kaymard  Par- 
fon  of  \Vinkfield. 

Andrew  Hill  and  Richako  Aody  of 
Fming  were  prcrifecuted  in  the  Exchequer ^  at 
the  Suit  of  Henry  Abbott  Tithe-farmer. 
1699.  [  U  ]  Thomas  Pettit  oi  Layer-Marney 
was  profecuted  in  the  Exchequer^  at  the  Suit 
of  the  laid  Henry  Abbott. 

[  W  ]  Thomas  Hutchinson  oiOfith- 
IJland  was  profecuted  at  the  Suit  of  John  JVaits 
Lnpropriaton 

[  X  1  Henry  Starr  wjts  profecuted  in 
the  Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  John 
Stuben  Parfon  of  Littlebury. 

John 


[  T  ]  Mcbael  Pettit  vrzs  profecuted  for  thirty 
Years  fmtU  Tithes. 

[  U  ]  Thomas  Pettit  for  Tithes  of  i/.  135. 
as  formerly  valued,  and  12/.  i8j.  Coft,  was 
brought  up  to  the  Exchequer  Bar,  and  committed 
to  the  Fleet  Prifon  on  the  24th  of  the  Month  called 
January  i6gg^  and  continued  Prifoner  till  about 
the  Month  cail'd  Anguft  1703,  being  above  three 
Years  and  an  half. 

[  W  ]  Thomas  Hutchinfon  was  committed  to 
Chelmsford  Goal  on  the  7tfa  of  the  Month  caird 
May  1699,  for  a  Demand  of  3/.  los.  for  one  Years 
Tithe,  and  continued  a  Prifoner  there  about  Six 
Years. 

[  X  ]  Henry  Starr^  on  a  Demand  of  about 
20s.  Tithe,  was  committed  to  Chelmsford  Goal  on 
the  23d  of  the  Month  caird  Apil  1700,  and  con- 
tinued a  Prifoner  fcvcral  Years. 
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John  Haile  was  profecuted  ia  the  Exdx^    17001 
quer^  at  the  Suit  of  Obudiab  Paul  Parfbn   of 
Eaji^horp. 

[  Y  ]  Susannah  Cutting  of  Bradford 
was  profecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at 
the  Suit  of  Th>mas  HickeringhiU  Impropriator. 

William  Bramh  am  and  John  Hawkins,     170 1. 
both  of  Oakley^  were  profecuted  in  the  Excbe-^ 
quer  for  Eight  Shillings  Tithe,  at  the  Suit   of 
*  Henry  Cole  Parfon  of  that  Parifh. 

William  Lobdy  of  Oakley  was  profecuted 
at  the  Suit  of  Ho.  HickeringhiU  Impropriator. 

Mary  Cooke  of  Haljied  Widow  was  pro* 
fecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for  foiall  Tithes,  at 
the  Suit  of  John  Mordick  Parfon  of  Haljied. 

Richard  Addy  of  Peering  was  profecuted 
in  the  Exchequer^  at  the  Suit  of  Henry  Abbot 
Tithe-farmer  under  John  Cotton  Impropriator. 

The  Widow  King  of  Sible  Heningham  was 
profecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithe,  at  the 
Suit  of  the  Parfon  of  that  Parifh. 

Francis  Waldegrave  oi Haljied vrzs^ro^ 
fecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithe,  at  the  Suit 
of  the  Parfon  of  Clare  in  Suffolk^  for  Lands 
there. 

G  Robert 

[  Y  ]  Sujannab  Cuttings  on  a  Demand  of  i  o^. 
Tithe,  was  committed  to  Chelmsford  Goal  in  De^ 
cember  1701.  The  Bayliffof  the  Hundred  after- 
ward made  Diftrefs  on  her  Goods  in  the  Impropria- 
tor's Name,  and  took  away  to  the  Value  of  Eight 
Pounds. 

*  Application  being  made  to  the  then  Bifhop 
of  London ;  he,  by  a  Letter  to  Colcy  was  inftru- 
mental  co  (lop  his  Proceedings, 


\ 
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1702.  [  Z  ]  Robert  Havens  of  Colcbejier  was 
profecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at  the 
Suit  of  Edmund  Hickeringhill  |led:or  of  the 
l^arifh  call'd  All-Saints  in  Colcbejier. 
1704.  William  Reynolds  of  Great  Chejierjield 
was  profecuted  in  the  Coun^  G)urt,  at  the 
Suit  of  G^^r^^  ^^r(?^^  Tithe-rarmer,  for  One 
Pound  Three  Shillings  demanded  for  Tithe. 

Roger  Palmer  of  Navefiock  was  profecu- 
ted in  the  Exchequer^  for  Twenty  Shillings  de- 
manded for  One  Year's  Tithe,  at  the  Suit  of 
Penelope  Harding  of  London^  Adminiftratrix 
to  her  Brother,  a  Parfon,  deceafed. 

[  A  ]  Henry  Smith  of  Haljledy  for  a- 
hout  Thirty  Four  Shillings  demanded  for  fmall 
Tithes,  was  profepited  in  the  Exchequer ^  at 
the  Suit  oijohn  Murdoch  Prieft  of  Haljed 

[  B  ]  John  Clark  of  Layer  de  la  haywzs 
profecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at  the 
Suit  of  Francis  G7;7w;x  Impropriator. 
170c,  John  Raven  the  Younger  of  Maiden  was 
profecuted  iu  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at  the 
Suit  of  David  Kennet  Impropriator. 

John 


[  Z  ]  Robert  Havens  occupied  no  Ground, 
except  a  Garden,  having  in  it  two  or  three  Trees, 
and  a  few  Goofberries  and  Currants. 

[  A  ]    The  Profccution  of  Henry  Smith  was 

?ut  an  End  to  in  a  ihort  time,  by  the  Death  of  the 
Yofecutor. 
[  B  ]    John  Clark  was  profecuted  for  Tithes 
pretended  to  be  due  from  his  deceafed  Mother, 
.  who  died  poor,  and  her  Son  paid  her  juft  Debts, 
fo  far  as  her  EfTeAs  did  extend. 


JoHH  Raven  afoFe^ifl  w^  profecuted  in 
the  Exchequer^  at  the  Siiit  pf  John  Lejler  and 
JiJm  Kpmedy^  ParfopSi  for  $  Pemand  of  Six- 
teen Pounds  Tithes  between  them. 

EpwARP  Lucas  oi  Ax4e9^w2A  profecuted 
in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of 
i^^»^r^  iVi?t^^/ Tithe-fermer  oiElmudon. 

Stephen  Weare  of  Cokbefier  was  profecu-    1706. 
ted  in  thp  Exchequer  for  a  Mortuary,  at  the 
Suit  of  Edmund  HickeringbiU  Parfon  of  the 
Pjrifh  caird -^/-5^/«/i. 

RiCHA&p  MuNSH AW  of  Great  Burjied  was     1707. 
profecuted  at  the  Suit  of  John  Tlrejher  Tithe- 
fermer. 

[  C  ]     Zacheus  Routh  of  Maiden  was     1709. 
profecuted  in  the  Ecclejiajiical  Court  for  Sixteen 
Pence  demanded  for  a  Church-Rate  (fo  called) 
by  the  Wardens  of  the  Parifh. 

[  D  1    John  Clark  of  Layer  de  la  hay    17 10. 
was  profecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at 
the  Suit  of  Francis  Cannon  Impropriator. 

[  E  ]  William  Drewett  of  Abherton 
was  profecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at 
the  Suit  of  David  Kennier  Parfon. 

G  2  Samuel 


[  C  1  The  Profecutlon  was  put  an  End  to  by 
the  Order  of  Dr.  Compton  Bishop  of  London^  at 
his  yijitation^  as  the  faid  Routb  was  infornVd. 

[  D  ]  John  Clark  was  committed  to  Cbelm$' 
fordGo2\  in  O^oher  1710,  and  continued  Prifoncr 
there  till  the  Year  17 19. 

[  E  ]  JVilliam  Dreujett  was  profecuted  lor 
Tithes  claimed  as  due  from  hisdeceafed  Father. 


4+  Ep^^ 

J711.  r  F  ]  Samuel  Parmentor  was  profe- 
cutcd  in  the  Exchequer  for  fmall  Tithes,  at  the 
Suit  of  John  Goodwin  Parfon  of  Belcbamp^ 
Water. 

J^iS-  [  ^  ]  Stephen  Choppin  oi  Stebbingwzs 
ipro(toiXitAmiht Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at  the 
Suit  of  Robert  Skingjley  Parfon  of  that  Parifh. 

^7^7*  [  ^  ]  D-^NiEL  Aylett  was  profecuted 
in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of 
Eli  as  Smi th  Vzvfon  of  Gosfield. 

1719.  [  I  ]  Robert  Levitt,  John  Forster 
and  William  Giver,  all  of  Stebbing^  were 
profecuted  in  the  Exchequer^  at  the  Suit  of 
l4tus  Wendy  Vicar. 

'1720.  [  ^  1  Thomas  Cobham  of  Stratjord 
was  profecuted  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  Wil^ 
Kam  Benjon  E%  Impropriator. 

Daniel 


[  F  ]  Samuel  Parmenior  was  committed  to 
Chelmsford  Goal  on  the  29th  of  November  lyiz^ 
and  lay  there  about  a  Year, 

[  G  ]  After  fome  time  the  Parfon  dfopt  his 
Profecution  in  the  Excbejuer^  and  took  his  Tithe 
J)y  Juftices  Warrant. 

[  H  ]  The  Profecutor  dropt  his  Suit  at  the 
Interpoution  of  a  Neighbouring  Gentleman. 

[  I  ]  The  Parfon's  Demand  on  LevUt  was  for 
one  Year's  Tithe,  2/.  i6s.  6d.  His  Demand  oh 
Forjter  was  firft  i  p.  6d.  and  in  a  few  Days  after 
i/.  I  J.  for  a  Marriage  Fee  •,  for  which  he  alfo  pro- 
fecuted him  at  Common  Law^  and  afterward  in  the 
Ecclejiafikal  Couri^  till  the  Charges  in  all  came  to 
Ten  Pounds  Five  Shillings. 

[  K  ]  The  Demand  on  Cohham  was  for  Seven 
Years  Tithe  of  only  Three  Acres  of  Land  at  Four 
Shillings //r  Annum  per  Apri^ 


[  L  ]    Daniel  Aylett  of  Gosfield  was    172 1. 
profecuted  in  the  Exchequer^  at  the  Suit  of 
William  Beavor  Dean  of  Boding. 

[  M  ]  David  Chapman,  RichardChap- 

MAN, 

[  L  ]  The  lUan^s  Demand  on  Aylett  was  but 
Four  Shillings  for  Two  Years  Tithe  of  Herbage. 
After  a  large  Expence,  a  Neighbouring  GentTe- 
man  paid  the  Deane^  and  took  away  /iyUtt^s  Cora 
in  Harveft  to  repay  himfelf. 

[  M  3  David  Chapman  znd  James  Rawlins  wtn 
imprifon'd  in  Chelmsford  Goal,  and  Rawlins  con* 
tinued  there  Twenty  Nine  Weeks. 

The  Decree  of  the  Court  againfl  David  Chapman 
for  his  Tithes  for  the  Year  1721,  was  as  follows, 

L.    S.  D. 

Hops  213 

Apples  010 

Peafe  and  Beans         070^ 

Parfhips  and  Car  rats  001 

Calves  060 

Milk  I     I     o 

Wool  q    I    8 

Pigs  026 

Eggs  003 

Agiftment  016 

l^mbs  o  14    Q 

Eafter-Offerings         o     i    o 

4  17     3  T 
Charges  of  the  Profecution      2980 

And  the  Decree  on  Rawlins  was  as  follows. 

Apples  0174. 

Beans  in  an  Orchard  004 

Pigs  026 

Agiftment  for  a  Saddle  Horfe  016 

Eafteri^Offerings         006 


§m 


o    6    s  t. 
(Tharges  of  the  Profecution      24    3    o 


1724. 
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MAK,  David  Chapman  jun.  and  James 
Rawlins,  were  profecuted  in  the  Exchequer 
for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  titus  JFerufy  Vicar  of 
Stebbit^. 

[  N  ]  Robert  Pettit  was  profecuted 
in  the  Exchequer^  at  the  Suit  of  uinn  Harky 
Widow,  Farmer  of  the  Great  Tithes  of  Totham. 

Sarah  Wheat  Widow  oi  Richard  Wheat 
of  JJorncburch,  was  profecuted  in  the  Exchequer 
for  fmaU  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  Henry  Levitt 
Pricft. 

1728.  [^]  John  Evans,  John  Fryatt, 
Paniel  King  and  John  Stagey,  all  of  Cog-- 
ge/bally  were  profecuted  in  tthc  Ecckfiaftical 
Courts  at  the  Suit  of  Peter  Lii^ermore  Warden. 
[  P  ]  John  Raven  was  profecuted  in  the 
Exchequer  for  One  Pound  Fifteen  Shillings  for 
Tithe,  at  the  Suit  of  Richard  I'rijlram  Vicar 
of  Peering. 

John 


[  N  ]  After  fome  Trouble  and  Expence  in 
the  Exchequer^  the  Widow  dropt  her  Suit  againft 
Pettil  there  -,  and  took  her  Demand  of  5/.  by  Ju- 
fliccs  Warrant. 

[  O  ]  The  Demand  of  the  Warden  was  for  a 
Church- Rate,  (fo  called)  from  Evans  5s,  Fryatt 
2S.  6d.  King  2s.  6d.  and  Stacey  2s.  They  appeared 
at  the  Ecclefiajlical  Courts  feveral  times  ;  till  at 
length  the  Profecutor  dropt  his  Suit,  having  pro- 
ceeded illegally. 

[  P  ]  This  Suit  ceafed  by  the  Death  of  the 
Profecucor. 
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[  Q^]    Matthew  Pitchford  of   CS?/-    1729, 
cbe/lerwzs  profecuted  in  the  Ecclefiajiicdl  Court 
/or  Four  Pence  for  Eafter-OfFerings,  at  the 
Suit  of  Francis  PowelK^&or  of  the  Parifh  calFd 
jill-Saints  in  Colchejler. 

[  R]     John  Warner,  John  Bennet,    173 i. 
Joseph  Tabraham  ahd  Benjamin  LaAks, 
of  JVakham^ Abbey ^  wdtt  |)n>fecuted  in  Chan-^ 
tery^  at  the  Suit  of  John  Caput  tarfott  of  that 
Parifh. 

[  S  ]    JomrjAsiPER,  Robert  LeVitt  and    173 5« 
JosEJPh  Smith,  t^^rc  pttofeditcd  in  thfe  Eo^ 
tbequer  for  Tithes,  at  me  Suit  of  titus  'A^endey 
Vicar  of  Stebbirig. 

13.  Ghcefterjfjire. 


[  Q^]    Upon  Application  made  to  thcParlTon, 
he  put  a  Stop  to  the  Proceedings. 

[  R  ]  The  Parfon's  Demand  was  for  Eafter- 
Olterings,  from  Warner^  Bennet  and  Tabrabam^ 
One  Shilling  each  ;  and  from  Larks  Eight  Pence : 
After  a  great  deal  of  Trouble  and  Expence,  the 
Profecutor  dropt  his  Suit. 
[  S  ]    The  Parfon's  Demands  were, 

L.  S.  D: 
On  Jafper  for  four  Years  Tithe,  660 
On  Levitt  for  four  Yeaft  Tithe  1 1  1 7  o 
On  iyw/6  for  three  Years  Tithe         026 
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1606.    t  'T  3  IJI7ILLIAM  BALL  of  French-hay 

V  f  was  profecuted  in  the  Common 
Pleas  for  Trebk  Damages,  at  the  Suit  of  JVil- 
Ham  Player  Eiq;  Impropriator. 
•1698.  [  ^  J  Thomas  Long,  Francis  PfcN- 
NEL,  Richard  Adams, Christopher  Young 
and  Ann  Haines,  were  profecuted  in  the  £x- 
cheguer  for  Tithe,  at  the  Suit  of  William  WaU 
ter  Executor  to  Parfbn  Hearne  deceaied 

1699.  John  Webb  of  Gloucejler  was  profecuted  in 
the  Ecclejiajlical  Courts  and  Excommunicated 
for  not  paying  a  Church-Rate  (fo  called.) 

[  X  3  Thomas  Loveday  of  Painjivick 
was  profecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for  about 
Fourteen  Shillings  for  three  Years  Tithes,  at 
the  Suit  of  George  Wilks  Impropriator, 

WlL- 


[  T  ]  miliam  Ball  for  four  Years  Tithe  de- 
manded, worth  in  all  about  17/.  14^.  was  cailfor 
Fifty  Three  Pounds  Two  Shillings. 

[  U  ]  Thefe  Five  had  Aitachments  iffued  out 
againft  them,  upon  Return  of  the  Writ  Non  eft  in- 
ventus^ though  they  were  all  daily  to  be  found  in 
their  ufual  Occupations. 

[  X  3  The  Profccutor  died,  and  the  Suit 
dropt. 


Glocefierjhire  '4.9 

f  Y  ]     William  Ball  oi  Downing  v\t2X     I703, 
Brijiol^   was  profecuted  at  Common  Law   for 
Treble  Damages,  at  the  Suit  of  William  Player 
Eiq;  Renter  of  the  Impropriation. 

WiLLXAM  PuMPHREY  of  T^ewkjbury  was 
profecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes  of  about 
Five  Pbunds  Value,  at  the  Suit  of  "John  Mat^ 
thews  Vicar. 

[  Z  ]  Robert  Ogborne  of  Sadbury  wa$ 
profecuted  in  the  Ecclefiaftical  Courts  at  the 
Suit  of  the  Wardens,  for  a  Church-Rate  (fo 
called.) 

H  Jon  A- 

[  Y  ]  The  Profecutor  in  his  Declaration 
claimed  33/.  6j.  8rf.  for  five  Years  Tithe  of  Hay 
and  Corn,  tho*  the  real  Value  was  not  above 
Twenty  Five  Pounds.  TheDeclaration  alfo  fet  forth 
Ninety  Acres  of  Meadow,  and  Eighty  Acres  of 
Corn  each  Year  -,  whereas  W.  Ball  had  not  in  Pof- 
fc'fTion  the  6th  Part  of  that  Quantity  :  Yet  the  Pro- 
fecutor got  an  Execution  for  One  Hundred  Pounds 
on  accountof  Treble  Damages ;  by  virtue  of  which, 
were  taken  away  on  the  25th  of  the  Month  called 
May  1704^ 

Z.  S.  D: 
4  Cows,  a  Calf,  40xeh&  a  Gelding,  worth  40  o  o 

And  on  the  nth  of  the  Month  call'd 

7tt«^  following, 
9  Cows  and  2  Oxen,  worth  above  40  p  o 

For  Tithes  of  25/.  Value      Taken     80  o  o 

[  Z  ]  Oghorne^  to  avoid  a  Contempt  of  the 
Court,  was  obliged  to  take  Six  feveral  Journeys  of 
Forty  four  Miles  each  to  attend  their  Sittings: 
The  Demand  was  but  for  Three  Shillings  and 
Nine  Pence. 


5o  Ghcejierjhire. 

ijl6.  [  A  ]  Jonathan  Peasley  late  of  Ju^ 
in  the  Pariih  of  Ohejhn^  was  profecuted  in  the 
MxcbequeTy  at  the  Suit  of  Benjamin  Bayly  Vicar 
of  Olwjion. 

[  B  ]    Jonathan    Blanch,    Christo- 
pher Young,  Joseph  Storge  and  Thomas 

Long, 

[  A  ]  The  Vicar^^  Demand  on  Jonathan  Peaf- 
ley  was  for  thrte  and  an  half,  or  four  Years,  fmall 
Tithes  of  about  Seven  Pounds  Value.  He  was 
committed  to  Glocefter  Goal,  and  the  next  Term 
brought  up  by  Habeas  Corpus  to  the  Exchequer^ 
and  fct  at  Liberty :  But  the  Vicar  foon  after  renew- 
ing  his  Suit,  Peajlrj  was  brought  to  the  Exchequer 
again  in  17 17,  and  committed  to  the  Fleet ;  and 
proceeded  againft  to  a  Sequeftration^  by  which  was 
feized  and  taken  from  him  in  December  1 7 1 7, 

L.  S.  D. 
14  Cows,  6 Heifers  &  3  Yeariings,  vaL  at  77  o  o 
A  Wheat  Mow,  a  Bean  Mow,  and  about  9 

20  Buftiels  of  Beans,  j  19  o  o 

2  Beds,  2  Bedfteads  and  Bedding,  600 

2  Sides  of  Bacon,  10  Hund,  of  Cheefe     1350 
All  the  Refl  of  the  Goods  in  and  about? 

the  Houfe,  J^^  ^  ^ 

Three  Ricks  of  Hay,  1200 

yiper.  Annum  ivet  Land  during  his  Life    70  o  o 

For  about  7/.  Value  Taken    237  5  o 

N*  B.  The  faid  Vicar  did  threaten  to  ruin  the 
faid  Jonathan  Pea/ley  of  his  Stock  and  Eftate,  and 
all  that  he  had :  And  executed  it  in  a  great  Mea- 
fure ;  for  by  this  Seizure  the  poor  Man  was  left 
not  worth  Ten  Pounds,  yet  had  a  Wife  and  three 
(mall  Children. 

[  B  ]  In  the  courfe  of  this  Profecution  Jona- 
than  Blanch  was  committed  to  Prifon. 
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L6hg^  were  profecuted  in  the  Exchequer  fof 
TitheSy  at  the  Suit  of  the  &id  Benjamin  Bayly 
Vicar  of  Oheftm. 

Jonathan   Blanch  and  Thomas  Long    172  i. 
were  profecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at 
the  Suit  of  Hugh  Waterman  Vicar  of  Olvejion. 

[  C  ]    Jacob  Young  waj  profecuted  in    1724. 
the  Exchequer  for  Tithe,  at  the  Suit  of  the 
afore^d  Hugh  Waterman. 

Christopher  Moore  of  the  Out-Parifh  of    1725. 
Philip  and  Jacob  near  Brijiol^  was  profecuted 
in  the  Exchequer ^  at  the  Suit  of  one  Willis  a 
Tithe-^rmer,    for  about  Five  Shillings  de- 
manded for  Tithes. 

*  Israel  Roper  near  Kingroad  in  the  Pa-     1728. 
rifti  of  Henbury^  not  far  from  Brijioly    was 
profecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at  the 
Suit  of  Hbomas  Fane  Efq; 

Richard  Wilkins  of  Ihrnbury  was  pro-    1730. 
fecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit 
of  Tiomas  Willis  Prieft  of  Thfrniury. 

William   Gregory  and  Jacob  Young     1732. 
were  profecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes, 
at  the  Suit  of  Hugh  Waterman  Redtor  of  j^l^ 
mondjbury. 

Richard 


[C}  The  Value  of  Tith?  demanded  of  7jr(>* 
Toungy  as  it  had  been  ufually  paid,  was  4/.  is. 
which  Sum  a  neighbouring  Gendemao  cendred  the 
Parfon  to  have  prevented  the  Proft^ution,  but  he 
refus'd  it. 

^  Ifrael  Roper  was  committed  to  Glocefier  Goal 
oil  the  6th  of  November  1728, 
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1734..  [  ^  ]  Richard  Wilkins  of  Embury 
was  profecuted  in  the  Ecclejiajliml  Courts  at 
the  Suit  of  John  Somers  Parfon  of  Nympsfield. 


14^  Hamp/hire^ 

and  the  IJle  of  Wight. 

1698.    [  E  J     A   LEXANDER  MOOREofFor^- 

jLX  i^gbridge  was  profecuted  in  the 
Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  John  Hall 
Clerk. 

Nicholas  GxTEsJen.  Nicholas  Gates 
jun.  and   Joane  Sly,  were  profecuted  in   the 
Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  William 
Parker  Renter  of  the  Vicaridge  of  Alton. 

1701.  William  GuiLLAM  and  ThomasRussel 
of  Holiboume  were  profecuted  in  the  Exchequer 
for  Tithes,  at  (the  Suit  of  Thomas  Matthews 
Parfon  of  that  Fkcc. 

1705,  George  Jenkins  and  Robert  Hopkins 
were   profecuted  in   the  Exchequer  for  fmall 

Tithes, 

[  D  ]  R.  IVilkins  was  profecuted  for  Eleven 
Years  Tithes  at  55.  per  Annum^  for  Land  which 
had  been  in  the  Occupation  of  his  Brother  dcceafed. 
The  Demand  was  afterward  taken  by  Jufticcs 
Warrant. 

[  E  ]  The  Profecutor  feiz'd  and  fold  the 
Goods  of  the  faid  Alexander  Moore  to  the  Value  of 
Eighty  Seven  Pounds  Sixteen  Shillings  and  Eleven 
Pence,  for  an  original  Demand  of  6t  15s.  i  id.  for 
Tithes. 


Hampjhlrfj  &c  5j 

Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  Cdll.  Parks  Impropri- 
ator. 

[  F  ]    William  Reeves  of  Tately  was    1707, 
profecuted  at  the  Suit  of  Jf'illiam  Baylor  Im- 
propriator. 

[  G  ]  Francis  Swaine  of  Everjly  was 
profecuted  in  the  Exchequer^  at  the  Suit  of 
Richard  Staff erton  Parfon  of  the  Parifh. 

[  H  ]     William  Herbert  and  Daniel    1708. 
HoLLis,  of  Cowes  in  the  IJle  of  Wight^  were 
profecuted  in  the   Ecclejiajiical  Court  for  a 
Church-Rate  (fo  called)  at  the  Suit  of  the  War- 
dens. 

[  I  ]  John  Fly  the  Elder,  of  Odibam^ 
was  profecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithe,  at 
the  Suit  of  I'homajin  Parkes  Widow  and  Ex- 
ecutrix to  her  late  Hufband,  Parfon  of  Odiham. 

\  John 


[  F  ]     /?^«;fjwastaken  up  on  the30Ch  of  the 

Month  caird  7«'y  1 707*  by  Warrant  from  Ellis 
Mew  Judge  of  the  Court  at  Stokey  for  Tithes,  and 
commicted  to  Winchejler  Goal  ;  but  after  about 
two  Weeks  Imprifonmcnt  the  Profecutor  orderM 
his  Difcharge. 

[  G  ]  This  Profecution  was  put  a  Stop  to  by 
the  Profecutor's  Death  foon  after. 

[  H  ]  The  Demaijd  from  Herbert  was  i.f.  4J. 
and  from  Hollis  ys.  they  were  both  committed  to 
IVincbeJlerQozX  on  the  loth  of  the  Month  call'd 
May  1 709,  and  continued  till  the  7th  of  the  Month 
caird  7///;^  following,  when  they  were  difcharg'd 
by  an  Aft  of  Grace. 

[  I  ]  The  Demand  on  Fly  vr?i%  ^l  per  Annum 
for  Twenty  Years  back,  tho*  the  Tithe  was  really 
•   worth  but  1 3 J.  5^.  per  Annum. 
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171  !•  [  K  ]  John  Forder  the  Elder,  Samuel 
TuLLY,  John  Cager,  Thomas  Heath  the 
Younger,  William  Hack  and  Thomas 
Warmer,  were  profecutcd  in  the  Exchequer^ 
at  the  Suit  of  John  Baker  Vicar  of  Frayky  for 
finall  Tithes. 

1724.  [  L  ]  George  Wigg  dihafing  was  pro- 
fecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at  the 
Suit  of  ^thoma$  May  Tithe-farmer. 

Mary  Waldron  and  Martha  Waldron 
of  Andoverj  Executrixes  to  their  Father  Ed- 
ward Waldron  deceafed,  were  proiecuted  in  the 
Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  Parfon 
Penton. 

15.  Hertfordjhire. 


[  K  ]  After  fomc  time,  the  Profecution  a- 
sainft  four  of  them,  viz.  Hack^  Forder^  CagerzT\d 
Jleatb^  was  dropt,  the  Demands  on  them  being 
very  fmall ;  but  carried  on  againft  Samuel  Tully 
and  Thomas  fFamer^  who  for  a  Demand  of  One 
Year  and  an  half  fmall  Tithes,  value  3/.  is.  id. 
were  taken  by  an  Attacbmenty  and  imprifon'd  at 
Wtnchejier ;  and  afterward  removed  by  nabeas  Cor- 
pus to  the  Fleet  Prifon  ;  and  had  taken  from  them 
for  the  faid  Tithes  and  Cofts  pf  Suit,  at  fevcral 
Times,  Goods  to  the  Value  of  Seventy  Five 
Founds  Sixteen  Shillings. 

[  L  ]  George  fViggy  for  a  Demand  of  about  3/.  5^. 
was  committed  to  Wtnchejier  Goal  on  the  3d  of  the 
Month  caird  May  1712,  and  removed  by  Habeas 
Corpus  to  London  on  the  28th  of  November  follow^ 
ing,  and  committed  to  the  Fleets  where  he  conti- 
nued Prifoner  above  a  Yean 


1 5.   Hertfordjhire. 


was 


£  M  ]    John  Miles  for  a  Demand  of  i8/.  had 
taken  from  him  in  1699,  L.    S.  D. 

51  Quarters  and  I  Bufhel  of  Barley  O         g        ,, 

at  i9i.  6ii.  jp^  Quarter,  j49  ^^  i^  t 

65  Bufliels  of  Peafe  at  is.  6d.  fer  Bulh.   826 

57  19    5t 
And  for  a  Demand  of  25/.  loj.  he  had    , 

taken  from  him  in  1 700, 

80  Quarters  &  4  Bu(hels  of  Malt  at  1    j* 

I9i.  6d.  per  Quarter,  3  7      9    9 


Taken  in  all    136    9    2  ^' 


Beingabove  three  times  the  Sums  demanded^ 

[  N  ]    The    Demand  made  on  the  Widow 
Plumftedy  was  for  Tithes  pf  a  fmall  Orchard  pre- 
tended to  be  due,  L.    S.  D. 
From  her  deceafed  Husband  for  15  0    oca 

Years,  zt  3s.  per  Mnum^  J         ^ 

For  her  felt  8  Years,  at  2s*  6d.  109 

And  for  Eafter-OfFerings, 
From  herdeceafed  Husband  15  Years  o  15    o 
For  her  fclf  8  Years,  080 

In  all        480 


$5 


[  M  ]  JOHN  MILES,  oi  Hertinrford  Bury    ,5^^^ 

*l  near  Hertford,  was  protecuted  for 
Treble  Damages  for  Tithe,  at  the  Suit  of  Th- 
mas  Daniel  Re^fav  of  the  Parifh  of  ^drews  in 
Hertford. 

[^  N  ]    Elizabeth    Plumsted  Widow    1700b 
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was  profecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at 
the  Suit  of  the  aforeiaid  I'bomas  Daniel. 

[  O  ]  Alice  Hayes  of  fTatfor  J  Widow 
was  profecuted  at  Common  Law  for  Tithes,  at 
the  Suit  of  Nehemiab  Knowlton  and  Matthew 
yones  Tithe-farmers. 
1701*  [  P  ]  Edward  Halsey  of  Laurence  jfiyoff 
was  profecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for  Titnes, 
at  the  Suit  of  Ralph  Thrael  and  other  Tithe- 
farmers, 

James 


[  O  ]  jilice  Hayes  was  arrefted  for  a  Demand 
of  27/.  for  Two  Years  Tithe,  and  committed  to 
Goal  at  St.  Alb  an"  %  (fo  called^  on  the  I'^doi  No- 
vember 1700,  and  kept  Prifoner  till  the  5th  of  the 
Month  called  February  after.  The  Profecutor  ob- 
tained Judgment  againft  her  for  the  faid  Demand, 
and  18/.  Charges,  and  took  Pofleflion  of  her 
Houfe  •,  but,  me  being  well  belov'd  in  the  Neigh- 
bourhood, they  could  get  no  body  to  appraifeher 
Houfliold  Goods ;  whereupon  they  took  away 
36  fatting  Sheep,  which  they  fold  for  Fifty  Pounds, 
and  returned  5/. 

[  P  ]  Edward  Halfey  for  Nine  Years  Tithe  of 
about  4/.  per  Annum^  was  comaritted  to  Alban*s 
Goal  on  the  2 1  ft  of  November  1 70 1 ,  and  afterward 
by  Habeas  Corpus  removed  to  the  Fleeij  and  conti- 
nued Prifoner  till  the  14th  of  the  Month  called  May 
1703.  He  had  alfo  taken  from  him  by  Sequejlra- 
tion  on  the  i8th  of  December  1702,  Corn,  Cattle 
and  Utenfils  of  Husbandry,  worth  One  Hundred 
Pounds,  tho*  apprais'd  but  at  63/. 

N.  B.  Edward  Halfey  was  continued  Prifoner^ 
notwithftanding  the  Seizure  of  his  Goods  ;  and  a 
frefh  Bill  preferred  againft  him  during  his  Imprifon- 
mcnt,  for  lol.  los.  more  for  ten  Years  Tithes. 


-y 
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[  Qj]     James  Laurence  of  Cbejhunt  was    lyoz. 
profecuted  in   the  Exchequer y  at   the   Suit  of 
Richard  Chapman  Parfon  of  Cbejhunt. 

Edward  Halsey  was  again  profecuted  at    1703.' 
the  Suit  of  Ralph  Thrael  aforefaid, 

[  R  ]    Alice  Hayes  of /F^/'/pr^/ was  pro-     1704, 
fecuted  on  the  Statute  for  Treble  Damages,  for 
a  Demand  of  Thirty  Nine  Pounds  for  Tithes. 

Thomas  Skegg  of  Hitchin  was  profecuted    i7o6, 
in  the  EccleJiaJUcal  Courts  at  the  Suit  of  the 
Wardens,  tor  a  Church-Rate  (fo  called.) 

[  S  ]     Alice  Hayes  aforefaid  was  pro*- 
fecuted  at  Common  Law  for  Tithes,   at  the     ; 
Suit  of  John  Butler  and  Charles  Eve  Tithe- 
farmers/ 

[  T  ]     John  KiLBY  of  Iccleford  was  pro-    17 10. 
fecuted  in  the  Ecclefiajiical  Courts  at  the  Suit 
of  G^r^^  £r«Tari(h  Clerk. 

I  John 


.  [  Q^]  Laurence  was  a  poor  Day -Labourer ; 
and  the  Parfon's  Demand  but  Eight  Pence  per 
Annum  for  4  or  5  Years  Tithe. 

[  R  ]  Alice  Hayes  had  all  her  Goods  feized  by 
an  Execution^  on  the  6th  of  the  Month  caird  April 
1704,  to  the  Value  of  Fifty  Five  Pounds  Fourteen 
Shillings  and  Six  Pence. 

[  S  ]  For  a  Demand  of  26/.  for  Two  Years 
Tithe,  fhe  had  Corn  and  Straw  taken  away  to  the 
Value  of  Thirty  Four  Pounds  Seventeen  Shillings. 
And  again  in  the  Year  1 707,  for  a  Demand  of  13/. 
/he  had  taken  away  to  the  Value  of  Forty  Three 
Pounds  Ten  Shillings. 

[  T  ]  John  KiTby  was  fued  for  Clerk's^  Wages 
for  Thirty  Five  Years,  ac  4J.  per  Annum^    and 

Excommu* 
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17 13  •  JoH  Nr  Ft)s*RE  A  was  pfofecuted  in  the  EccJefi^ 
afiical  Gcurt'  to  aji;  Excommunication,  for  a 
Church-]^t6  (fp  cajlc4)  at  the  Suit  of  the 
W&rdens  ofrTring^ 

17 17.  Timothy  S(ijJi|ip,  Samuel  Rudd^  John 
Pryor  and  Benjamin  Fairman^  all  of 
Hertfwii^  were  profeoited  in  the  Ecclefiajiical 
Qmrt^  at  the  Si^it;  of  Henry  Gew  Warden. 

1722.  Henry  Stjbv*:.iw of  jUbam  was  profecuted 
for  fmall^  Tithes  for  Seven  Years,  at  4/.  per 
Annumj  at  the  Su^it  of  Robert  Rumky  Parfon 
of  Peter's  Fari^  in  that  Town. 

I7*4*  Andrew  Wawjbrc  the  Elder,  o£  ff^aJtiam 
Qra^i  wa^^proA^teflintbe  £r^i^?/WCi9i/r/ 
for  refiifing  to  pay  to  the  Repairs  of  the  Parifh 
Wor(k^^!^i«,  at  the  Suit  of  the  Wardens 
oiCbeJhunt, 

'73''  [  U  ]  Benjaiv^jeh  Batt  of  Ware  was 
prctftcuted  in  the  Exckequer^  at  the  Suit  of 
Jobn  Fairland  Tithe-farmer. 

16.  HereforJfhire. 


Excommunicated  in  1 7 10:  But  his  Imprifonment 
was  prevented  by  a  Prohibttion  out  of  the  Queen's 
Bench. 

[  U  ]    Bimamin  Bm  was    imprifon'd  three 
Months  for  a  Demand  of  40i.  for  fmall  T  ithe. 
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16.  Herejvrdjhire. 


JAMES  WHETHAM  of  Bromyard  vf^  pro-     1701. 
fecuted  in  the  Excbeguer  for  grcatt  Tithes 
under   10/.  Value,  at  the  Suit  (£  Cbrijicfber 
Caper  Farmer  of  the  Tithes  there. 

James  Whetham  aforefiiid  wasprofecuted    1706, 
in  the  Exchequer  for  fmall  Tithes  and  Eafter- 
OiSerings  for  1 5  or  1 6  Years,  at  the  Suit  of 
Thomas  Fox  Clerk. 

William  Osborn   of  Eye  was  prbfecutfed     1725. 
in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes  ^hd  Eafter-OfFer- 
ings,  at  the  Suit  of  Edward  Giers  Redlor  of 
BiJbopS'Froomj  where  he  had  fonnerly  liv*d. 

William  Osborn  aforefaid  was  prbiecuted 
in  the  Ecckfiafiical  Court  for  a  ChUrch-Rate 
(fo  called)  at  the  Suit  of  William  Jones  War- 
den of  Tarpole. 

William  Griffiths  of  Canonpyon  was 
profecuted  in  the  Ecckjiallical  Court  for  about 
Fourteen  Shillings  demanded  for  Eafter-Offer- 
ings,  Tithes,  and  a  Marriage  Fe©,  at  the  Suit 
of  Thomas  Hujhands  Vicar.  / 

[  W  ]  JoHNPuGHofthePariihof  A/;7^j- 
land  was  profecuted  in  the  Exchequer y  for  feven 
Pounds  demanded,  at  the  Suit  of  Thomas  Wat^ 
kins  Tithe-farmer. 

I  2  ly.  Hunting-- 


r  W  ]     This  Profccution  was  afterward  ftppt, 
gnd  the  Demand  uken  by  Juftkes  Warrant. 


(So 


■  ■  .1 


1 7^    Huntin^tonjhire. 


1697.    [  X  ]  T?LEANOR  EARLE  was  profecu^ 

J^.  ted  in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes, 
at  the  Suit  of  John  Allen  Vicar  of  Hemingford. 

1702.  Francis  Ellington  of  War  boy ce  was 
profccuted  in  the  Exchequer^  for  a  Demand  of 
Three  Pounds  Ten  Shillings  for  4  or  5  Years 
Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  John  War  burton  Prieft  of 
that  Parifh. 

[  Y  ]  John  Goads  oiWarboyce  waspro- 
fecuted  for  Tithes,  and  committed  to  Hunting- 
ton Goal,  at  the  Suit  of  the  aforefaid  ^ohn 
Warburton. 

1704,  Thomas  Emerson  was  profecuted  in  the 
Exchequer^  at  the  Suit  of  "John  Harknejs  Exe- 
cutor to  John  Knight  Dr.  of  Divinity  (fo  cal- 
led.) 

1700.  Stephen  Blades  of  Warboycew^LS  profecu- 
ted in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of 
John  Coal  Tithe-farmer. 

Richard 


[  X  ]  Eleanor  Earle  was  committed  to  Huni^ 
>ington  Goal  on  the  31ft  of  the  Month  called  Af^y 

[  Y  ]  John  Goads  was  a  very  poor  Man, 
and  had  a  Wife  and  Five  fmall  Children  :  After  he 
had  been  Prifoner  about  Fourteen  Weeks,  the 
Parfonhis  Profecutor,  having  taken  into  Confide- 
ration  the  Poverty  of  the  Sufferer,  and  the  Cir- 
cumflances  of  his  Family,  paid  his  Fees,  and  dif- 
fharg'd  him  from  his  Innprifonmcnt, 
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RiCHAKD  Emerson  of  Needwortb  was  pro-    173 1, 
iecuted   in  the  Ecclefiajiical  Court  for  fmall 
Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  Jonathan  Gray  Impro« 
priator. 


18.  Kent. 

« 

[  Z  ]  /^EORGE  WHITE,    Elizabeth     jg^^^ 

^J  Tyles  and  Susanna  Essex, 
were  profecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes, 
at  the  Suit  of  Robert  Dence  of  Allington  Im- 
jwopriator. 

James  Collins,    Richard  Brooks,  and     i6g8, 
others  of  Deptfordj    were  profecuted  in  the 
Ecckjiajiical  Court  for  refufing  to  pay  toward 
the  Repairs  of  the  Parifh  Worfliip-Houfe. 

.  [  A  ]     John  Love  the  Younger,  of  Can- 
terbury ^  was  profecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for 

Tithes 


*k 


[  Z  ]  The  Demand  on  George  fF'hilevr^LS  abouc 
5/.  and  on  the  other  Two  30  or  40  Shillings  each. 
fFbite  was  committed  Prifoncr  to  the  Fleel.  The 
Court  of  Exchequer  decreed  61.  4J  6d.  for  three 
Years  Tithe,  for  which  were  taken  from  him  by 
Sequejiration  in  the  Month  callM  February  1699, 
Eight  Bullocks  worth  Thirty  Two  Pounds  :  And 
in  the  Month  call'd  February  1700,  on  pretence 
that  the  former  Seizure  did  not  fufEce  to  anfwer 
the  Demand  and  Charges,  Four  Kine  worth  Twenty 
Three  Pounds. 

f  A  ]  John  Love  was  a  poor  Man,  and  had  a 
YTfic  and  Four  Children  j  the  Demand  for  Tithe 

wa^ 
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Tidips,  at  the  Suit  of  Huinphry  Orscikfird 
Parfon  of  the  PariA)  cail'd  JBl-^mnts  in  Can- 
terbury. 
1698.  Stephen  Girdler  was  profecuted  in  the 
Exchequer^  for  a  Demand  of  Eight  Pounds  for 
fnull  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  Jonaibdn  Maud 
Parfon  of  Tenter  den. 

Elizabeth  Baic£R  of  BeaHurn  Widow 
was  profecuted  in  the  Exchequer  iov  Tithes, 
at  the  Suit  of  Humphry  Brailsfsrd  Parfon  in 
Canterbury^ 

[  B  ]  Jeremy  Vine,  John  Colvill, 
and  James  Allav,  were  profecuted  in  the 

Exchequer^ 


"t^mt 


was  2/.  lis.  for  about  five  Years,  (the*  his  Rent 
was  but  5/.  per  Annum.)  He  was  committed  to 
Ctf«/^r^ry  Goal  on  the  27th  of  the  Month  call'd 
February  16941  and  cofltinued  Prifoner  about 
Fourteen  Months :  After  which  the  Parfon  released 
him. 

[  B  ]  After  about  Six  Months  Profecution  in 
the  Exchequer^  the  faid  Sufanna.  TUden^  with  an 
Attorney^  and  another  Perfon,  on  the  13  th  of  Sep- 
timber  1699,  came  upon  the  Ground  of  the  faid 
Vine^  and  took  away,  without  any  legal  Autho- 
rity, Two  Oxen  worth  about  Eight  Pounds  Ten 
Shillings,  for  a  Demand  of  7/.  for  Three  Years 
Tithe :  And  on  the  1 6th  of  October  1 699,  for  a 
Demand  of  3/;  for  Six  Years  Tithe  of  Corn  and 
Hay,  they  took  away,  in  like  manner.  One  Cow 
and  Three  Sheep  worth  about  Five  Pounds  Ten 
Shilh'ngs.  And  being  confcious  of  the  Illegality 
of  their  Proceedings,  threatned  the  faid  ^i>r^,  that 
if  he  did  not  quietly  fubmit,  they  would  renew  the 
Profecution  in  the  Exchequer :  Urging  the  Terror 
of  that  Proceeding  to  defend  themfelvcs  in  another, 
which  tho*  illegal,  was  lets  deftruftive. 
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Exebequer  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  Sujanna 
Tilden  Widow  and  Executrix  to  her  Hufband 
an  Impropriator  of  the  Tithes  of  Cr/y/z^roo^; 

Nathaniel  Owen  the  Elder  was  profecu- 
ted  in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithesj  at  the  Suit  of 
Hugh  Owen  Parfon  of  Sevenoak. 

Jeremy  Vine,.  George  Courthrop,  Ri-    1706. 
CHARD  Price  and  John  CoLviLL,  wcrcprofo- 
cutcd  in .  the  Exchequer ^  at  the  Suit  of  **  Charles 
Buck  Vicar  of  Cranbrook. 

[  C  ]     Daniel  Ferry  of  Charthamnear    17 16* 
OsLuterbury  waa.  prolecuted  in  the  Ecclefiaftical 
Cfii^r/.  for.  Glerk'sv  Wages,  at  the  Suit  of  ^tha^ 
mai  IVolley. 

Jonathan  Cornish  of  Deptford was-  pro* 
fecQtcd  in  iho  EcckfiafiicaJ  Court y  at  thcr  Suit 
of  the  Wardens,  for  not  paying  to  the  Repaki 
of  their  Parifh  Woiihip.-Houic. . 

John  Love  the  Younger,  o{  Canterlary^    ^7^7* 
waspfofecutedin  the-Exri&fyzflfr'for  Tithesi  at        ' 
the^t  oi  Btizabeth  U^^^r/j  Impropriatrix. 

[  D  ]     John  Pennel- and  Thomas  Hf-    i7i8» 
MiNGsof  ChatbamvKxtiptoitaxttA  in  the  Ecck- 

JiajHcal 


*  The  Vicar  died  during  the  Profccution,  and 
by  his  Death  the  Suit  ceafed* 

[  C  ]  The  Proceedings  againft  Daniel  Perry 
wereput  a  Stop  to  by  a  Frobihition  granted  out  of 
the  Temper oLCourt. 

[  D  ]  Pennel  and  Hemngs  for  a  Demand  of 
Four  Shillings  and  Six  Pence  each,  had  a  Writ 
de  Excommunicato  capiendo  i^vitA  againft  them  :  And 
in  the  Month  calPd  February  17 18,  they  were 
both  taken  up  and  committed  to  Maidftone  Goaly 
and  coQtinuea  PrifoQers  about  Six  Months. 
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Jiajiical  Court  for  a  Church-Rate  (fo  called)  at 
the  Suit  of  the  Wardens  of  the  Parifti, 

Susanna  Spfncer  of  Chatham  was  profe- 
cuted  in  the  Ecclefiajlical  Court  for  a  Church- 
Rate  (fo  called)  at  the  Suit  of  the  Wardens  of 
the  Parifh. 

.  Anthony  Neatby  was  profecuted  in  the 
Ecclefiajlical  Courty  at  the  Suit  of  the  War- 
dens of  Lufanty  for  Sixteen  Shillings  demanded 
for  a  Church-Rate  (fo  called)  for  a  Mill  he 
occupied  there. 

17 19.  [  E  ]  H^NRY  Sims  of  Canterbury  was 
profecuted  in  the  Ecclefiajlical  Court  for  Church- 
Rates  (fo  called)  at  the  Suit  of  the  Wardens  of 
the  Parifli. 

[  F  ]  Amos  Bickham  of  the  Ifleof  7^^7- 
net  was  profecuted  in  the  Ecclefiajlical  Courts 
at  the  Suit  of  John  Swain  Clerk. 

1727.  [  ^  ]  William  Skreen  of  Canterbury 
was  profecuted  in  the  Ecclefiajlical  Court  for 

Nonpayment 

[  E  ]  Henrj  Sims  was  fued  for  a  Demand  of 
14J.  for  One  Years  Rate,  and  35.  6d.  for  another : 
But  after  a  confiderable  Expence,  the  Wardens 
dropt  their  Suit  in  the  Ecclefiajiical  Court^  and  took 
their  Demand  by  Juftices  Warrant. 

[  F  ]      Bickham  was  fued  for  a  Demand  of  ys. 

)er  Annum  for  oneFarm^  and    is.  6d.  for  another. 

ie  conftantly  attending  their  Courts  prevented 
Excommunication  for  Contempt  in  not  appearing  ; 
And  his  Adverfary  at  laft  making  D.f'iuJt  in  his 
own  Appearance,  the  Suit  was  difmiii»*d. 

[  G  ]  William  Skreen ^  after  a  confiderable 
time,  and  an  Expence  of  about  Seventy  Three 
Pounds,  obtained  a  Prohibition^  and  thereby  put  a 
Stop  to  the  Ecclefiajiical  Proceedings. 


s 
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Nbnpayment  of  Three  Shillings  and  iFotir 
Pence  halfpenny  for  a  Church-Rate  (fo  called) 
at  the  Suit  of  William  Crocernut  and  James 
Tongue  Wardens. 

John  Woodland  of  Merjham  was  profecu-     1734* 
ted  in  the  Exchequer^  at  the  Suit  of  Henry 
Archer  Vicar  of  Merjham, 


■•HM»iMMBOTMM«ib 


19^  Lancajhire. 

i  H  ]   in  0B£RT  HUBBERSTY,   Wil-    1696^ 

J[\^  LiAM  Waithman,  Robert 
Waithman  and  James  Waithman,  were 
profecuted  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  the  Dean 
and  Chapter  of  Worcejler. 

[I    3     Robert  Hubbersty,    Robert    1698. 
Waithman  and  James  Waithman,  were 
again  profecuted,  at  the  Suit  of  the  laid  Dean 
and  Chapter  of  JVorcefier. 

K  Wil. 


r  H  ]  Hubberjlj  and  two  of  the  fVaithmans^ 
Wtlliatn  and  Robert^  were  committed  to  Prifon  in 
the  Month  caird  June  1697,  but  fct  at  liberty  by 
a  Superfedeas  at  the  Summer  Aflizcs  following. 

[  I  J  At  the  Aflizes  in  the  Month  call'd  j4u- 
guft  1698,  an  Execution  was  obtained  againft  Hub- 
berjiy,  for  6/.  ioj.  Tithes,  and  14/.  Cofts,  and  in 
1699,  he  was  committed  to  Prifon,  and  there  con- 
tinued about  Two  Years  and  Eight  Months.  James 
JVaitbman  alfo  for  a  Demand  and  Charges  of  abouc 
14/.  had  his  Goods  taken  to  the  Value  of  Seven 
Pouods,  and  was  committed  to  Prifon,  where  he 
lay  about  Fifteen  Months. 
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[  K  ]  William  Waithman  oiLtndeth 
in  the  Parifh  of  Warton  was  again  profecuted 
for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  the  iaid  Dean  and 
Chapter  oiWorcefier. 

James  Hall,  William  Blackleach, 
and  William  Brown,  were  profecuted  in  the 
Common  Pleas  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  Sir 
Huffey  Baronet. 

1 700.  Dan  I  EL  Abr  a  h  am  of  Swart  bmoor  was  pro- 
fecuted in  the  Ecclejiafiical  Court  for  fmall 
Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  John  Woods  of  Dalton, 
and  Excommunicated. 

1701.  [  ^  ]  Daniel  Abraham  aforefaid  was 
profecuted  in  the  Chancery  Court  of  the  County 
Palatine  of  Lancafler  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of 
John  Woods  of  Dalton  Impropriator  of  the 
Redtory  of  Uherjlone. 

Robert 


[  K  ]  William  Waithman  was  imprifon*d  in 
the  County  Goal  at  Lancajler  near  Two  Years : 
While  in  Prifon,  he  was  fcrv'd  with  a  Declaration^ 
and  the  Caufe  try'd  at  the  Afli7.cs  on  the  loth  of 
September  1698,  and  a  Vcrdid  given  againft  him 
for  Twenty  Shillings  and  Four  Pence,  for  which 
and  Cofts  of  Suit,  he  had  taken  from  him,  Four 
Bullocks,  One  Steer,  Two  Kine  and  One  Mare, 
valued  at  Twenty  Five  Pounds. 

[  L  ]  Daniel  Abraham  for  a  Demand  of  u.  8^. 
for  fmall  Tithes,  was  committed  Prifoner  to  Dal- 
ton Caftleon  the  13th  of  the  Month  call'd  Febru- 
ary  1701,  and  was  kept  clofe  Prifoner  feverai 
Months  in  a  cold  open  Room,  where  at  times  it 
rained  on  his  Bed  :  He  continued  a  Prifoner  there 
till  removed  to  Jjondon  by  Habeas  Corpus  in  1704, 
and  foon  after  difchargcd. 
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[  M  ]     Robert  Salthouse    of  Beaclif    170 1. 
in   Furnace  was  profecutcd   in   the  Chancery 
Court  of  the  County  Palatine  of  Lancajier,  at 
the  Suit  oftheaforefaid  John  U^oods  oi  Dalton. 

[NT  John  Yyaa.  oiUherjione  was  pro- 
fccuted  in  the  Chancery  Cburi  of  the  County 
Palatine  of  Lancafter^  at  the  Suit  of  the  faid 
John  Woods  of  Dalton  Impropriator. 

K  2  Israel 


[  M  ]  Robert  Saltboufe  was  Tued  for  a  Demand 
of  id.  for  a  Redtory  Rent  for  the  Year  1 698.  He 
was  committed  to  Prifon  on  or  about  the  26th  of 
the  Month  callM  yf^^a/?  1700,  in  Dalton  Caftle, 
where  he  remained  Fifteen  Weeks.  When  the 
Profecutor  perceiv'd  that  he  could  not  get  his  De- 
mand that  Way,  he  complained  for  the  like  De- 
mand of  id.  for  the  next  Year  to  John  Hodgfon  and 
Thomas  Sherefon  Juftices,  who  granted  him  a  War- 
rant of  Diflrefs,  by  which  he  took  a  Cow  worth 
Three  Pounds  Twelve  Shillings,  and  then  dif- 
charged  Robert  out  of  Prifon,  but  returned  no  Part 
of  the  Overplus,  alledging  tHat  he  would  keep 
that  to  defray  the  Charge  of  the  former  Profecu- 
tion. 

[  N  ]  John  Fell  for  a  Demand  of  9  J.  f  fmall 
Tithes,  and  7 J. .  Tithe-Corn  Silver  for  the  Year 
1699,  was  committed  to  Prifon  on  the  27th  of  the 
Month  called  Auguji  1700 :  After  Fifteen  Weeks, 
the  Profecutor  perceiving  his  Conllancy,  and  that 
he  would  rather  fuffer,  than  comply  with  his  De- 
mand, complained  to  two  Jufticcs  of  the  Peace  for 
the  fame  Tithe,  and  got  a  Warrant  for  Dillrefs, 
by  which  he  took  a  Cow  worth  Three  Pounds 
Fifteen  Shillings,  and  made  no  R(turn  of  the 
Overplus,  but  kept  it  to  defray  the  Charges  of  the 
former  Profecution. 
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J719.  [  ^  ]  Israel  Fell  was  profecutcd  for 
Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  William  TurtQti  Virion 
of  Standijh. 

1720.  Edward  Cummings  and  his  Mother  were 
profecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes  and 
Eafter-OfFerings,  at  the  Suit  of  Jofiab  Lam-' 
bert  Tithe-farmer. 

J721.  [  P  1  John  Cartmell  was  profecuted 
in  the  Ecclejiajiical  Court  for  a  Prefcription  in 
lieu  of  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  Richard  Crum- 
bleholm  Prieft. 

Robert  Walker  of  Prieji  Hutton  was 
profecuted,  at  the  Suit  of  jojiab  Lambert 
Tithe-farmer  under  the  Dean  and  Chapter  of 
Worcefter^  for  One  Year's  Tithe  of  about 
Twenty  Five  Shillings  Value, 

20.  Leicejierjkire, 


[  O  ]  Ifrael  Fell  was  a  Prifoncr  Four  Years 
for  Tithe  but  of  One  Shilling  Value  j  and  thcp 
difchargM  upon  the  Death  of  the  Profccutor. 

[  P  ]  The  Demand  on  John  €artmell  was 
6s.  id,perAnnum\T\\\^uoiT\t\\tsi  He  was  com- 
mitted by  two  Juflices  to  Lancafier  Goal  on  a  Sig- 
nijicavit  from  the  Eccleftaftical  Courts  on  the  2och 
of  the  Month  call'd  July  1721,  and  remained  a 
Prifoner  about  Three  Years. 

JV.  B.  The  Parfon  firft  fummon'd  Cartmell  to 
appear  before  the  Juflices,  who  would  have  grant- 
ed their  Warrant  for  what  they  judged  to  be  his 
*"  But  that  not  fatisf ying  his  Avarice,  he  pro» 
in  the  fevcrc  manner  aforefaid* 
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20-  Leicefter/bire. 

JOHN  RICHARDS  of  Norton  was  prof&-    i698. 
cuted  in  the  Ectkfiafiical  Court  for  Tithes. 

[  Q  ]     Edward  Hallum  was  profecuted     i7oo# 
in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of 
Henry  Great  head  Vicar  of  Hoje. 

John  Webster  and  William  Parker  of    170?- 
Clawjlon  were  profecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for 
finall  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  John  Ray  Vicar 
of  Clawjion. 

[  R  ]     Valentine  Gregory   and  Gat    ^7^ 
BRiEL  Gregory  were  profecuted  in  the  £r- 
cl^ajiical  Courts  and  committed  to  Prifbn  <in       — 
a  Significavit  by  Warrant  from  two  Juilices  of 
the  Peace. 

[  S  ]    Robert  Palmer  of  Sutton  in  the 
F^ivifh  of  Broughton  j^Jhley,  was  profecuted  in 

the 


[  Q^]  Edward  Hallum  W2is  committed  to  Lei- 
cefter  Goal  by  an  Attachment^  in  the  Month  call'd 
Ma'j  1 701. 

[  R  ]  Valentine  Gregory  was  profecuted  for 
Ten  Years  fmall  Tithes,  value  1 65.  Gabriel  Gre- 
gory his  Son,  for  2;.  for  Three  Years.  They  were 
both  imprifon'd  Nine  Months  on  a  Significavit^ 
and  then  difcharg*d  by  an  Order  of  Seflions  upon 
the  Death  of  the  Profecutor,  his  Executors  not 
oppoAng  their  Rcleafe. 

[SI  This  Proceeding  was  after  fome  Time 
ftopt,  and  the  Demand  oi  4J.  with  los.  Charges, 
taken  by  Juilices  Warrant. 


70  Leicejlerjhire. 

the  Ecckjia/iical  Court  for  a  Church-Rate  (fo 
called)  at  the  Suit  of  liomas  Cook  and  Richard 
Miles  Wardens. 

[  T  ]  Henry  Edwards  of  ^rp  in  the 
Parifh  of  Broughton  Ajhley^  was  profccuted  in 
the  Ecclefiajiical  Court  for  a  Church-Rate  {(6 
called)  at  the  Suit  of  Thomas  Cook  and  Richard 
Miles  Wardens. 

170  c.  [  ^  }  John  Richards  of  Norton  was 
profecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for  finall  Tithes, 
at  the  Suit  of  Heophilus  Burditt  and  William 
Fenwick  Priefts  of  Hallaton. 

1708.  [  W  ]  R>^LPM  HashoLd,  Richard  Ha- 
sh old  and  James  Hash  old,  were  profecuted 
in  the  Ecclejiaftical  Court  for  fmall  Tithes,  at 
the  Suit  of  John  Sherat  Parfon  of  Glenjield. 

1717.  [  ^  ]  Laurence  Webster  was  profe- 
cuted in  the  Ecclejiajiical  Court  for  Tithes. 

Sam- 


[  T  ]  The  Demand  of  u.  \L  oi  Henry  Ed- 
wards^ with  lOJ.  Charges,  was  afterward  taken 
by  Jufticcs  Warrant. 

[  U  ]  The  Parfons  who  profecuted  Richards^ 
had  firft  obtained  a  Warrant  from  Sir  George  Beau- 
mont 2l  Juftice  of  the  Peace :  But  afterward  declined 
proceeding  in  that  Way,  and  detcrmin'd  to  take  a 
Icverer  Courfe,  which  they  did  effeftually  j  for  he 
was  committed  to  Goal,  and  continued  Prifoner 
five  Years,  until  he  died. 

[  W  ]  After  much  Fatigue  and  Trouble  in 
the  Ecclejiaftical  Courty  their  hard  Ufagc  being  re- 
prefented  to  the  late  Earl  of  Stamford^  an  Enemy 
to  fuch  OpprefTion,  the  Suit  was  dropt. 

[  X  ]  Laurence  JVebfter  was  imprifon*d  on  a 
Signiftcavit  by  Warrant  from  two  Jufticcs  of  the 
Peace. 


/ 
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[  Y  ]    Samuel  Hefford  and    his  Son     1725, 
were  profecuted  in  the  Ecclefiajiical  Courts  and 
committed  to  Prifon  on  a  Writ  de  Excommu- 
nicato capiendo. 

Matthew  Cartwright and  Elizabeth     ^733- 
Davenport  were  profecuted  in  the  Exchequer 
for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  an  Impropriator. 


•  ■        • 


21.  TJncolnJhire. 

JOHN  HILL  of  Corbett  v^is  pro&cuted  in     i699, 
the  Exchequer  for  Tithes. 

[  Z  ]     Robert   Cousin   of  Barnelby-Ie-     1700. 
becky  Maljler^  was  profecuted  in  the  Ecclefia- 
jiical Courts  at  the  Suit  of  Luke  Rainer  War- 
den. 

[  A  ]     Thomas  Winder  was  profecuted    170 1. 


m 


[  Y  ]  Samuel  Hefford  died  a  Prifoner,  tho% 
by  the  favour  of  the  Goaler,  at  his  Daughter*s 
Houfc,  in  che  Year  1727. 

[  Z  ]  Robert  Coufm  was  profecuted  for  a  De- 
mand of  Six  Pence,  for  his  Part  of  repairing  a 
Fence  belonging  to  the  Church-Yard  (fo  called) 
He  was  committed  to  Lincoln  Cattle  on  a  Writ  de 
Excommunicato  capiendo  on  the  29th  of  the  Month 
call*d  May  1700,  where  he  continued  about  Eight 
Months,  till  difcharg'd  by  Order  of  the  Court  of 
King^s  Bench  in  the  Month  caird  February  follow- 
ing. 

[  A  ]  Thomas  TVinder  was  fued  for  a  Demand 
of  Forty  Shillings,  for  Tithe  of  three  Acr«s  of 

Flax  ; 
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in  the  Exchequer^    at  the  Suit  of  Solomon  jijh^ 
bume  Vicar  of  Crowle. 

1702.  [  B  ]  Thomas  Archer  near  Bojlon  was 
profecuted  for  finall  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  oiWil^ 
Ham  Sl^ipp  Vicar  of  Harmjion. 

1703.  [  C  J  John  Chantry  was  profecuted 
for  a  fhuU  Demand  of  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of 
Samuel  Cooper  Impropriator  of  Bojlon. 

1705*  Samuel  Howett,  Executor  to  Jofeph  Fo^ 
tberingbam  deceafed,  was  profecuted  for  a  De- 
mand of  about  Six  Pounds  for  Tithes  for  a 
Piece  of  Land  of  about  12/.  per  Annum y  at  the 
Suit  of  William  Delamore  Impropriator. 

John 


Flax  5  and  35.  6d.  for  three  Years  Eafter-Rcckon- 
ings.  The  Court  decreed  33/.  for  Debt  and  Cofts, 
for  Nonpayment  of  which,  he  was  committed  to 
Lincoln  Caftle  in  1 705,  where  he  was  kept  clofc 
Prifoner  ;  and  being  a  poor  Man,  did  beat  Hemp 
for  the  Support  of  himfclf  and  Family  :  Af  tei  a- 
bout  Four  Years  Imprifonment,  he  was  difcharg'd 
by  the  Judge  of  Affize,  in  the  Month  call'd  Au- 
guft  1709. 

N.  B.  The  Seller  of  the  Flax  had  paid  the  Par- 
fon  5i.  per  Acre,  and  One  who  bought  it,  had  of- 
fered him  half  the  Value  of  the  40J.  in  Kind  ;  fo 
that  'twas  for  a  meer  Trifle  of  Money  this  poor 
Man  was  fo  rigoroufly  ufed. 

[  B  ]  Thomas  Archer^  for  a  Demand  of  Eleven 
Years  fmall  Tithes  at  55.  per  Annum^  was  commit- 
ted to  Lincoln  Caftle  on  the  25th  of  the  Month 
qslWAJuIj  1702,  and  kept  clofe  Prifoner  till  dif- 
charg'd  by  Superfedeas  on  the  27th  of  the  Month 
QzWAJune  1703. 

[  C  ]  7^^^  Ci^^^^'y  was  alfo  kept  clofe  Prifoner 
Eleven  Months. 
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JoH  N  B ALbocK  of  Waififleet  was  profecuted    1 7 1 3 . 
in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes   of  about  Five 
Shillings  Value,  at  the  Suit  of  an  Impropriator, 

John  Marshal,    Thomas  Potter,   Jo-     ^7^S* 
SEPh   Potter    and  Peter  Naylor,    were 
profecuted  in  the  Ecclefiaftical  Court  for  Non- 
payment of  a  Church-Rate  (fo  called)  at   the 
Suit  of  Thomas  Ince  Warden  of  Gainjborough. 

[  D  ]     Robert  Kinsley  and   John  Bi-    i/^^- 
SHOP  were  profecuted   in  the   Exchequer  for 
Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  John  Booth  Tithe-farmer 
for  Land  in  Frijkney. 

Thomas  French  and  John  Winford 
were  profecuted  in  the  Exchequer^  at  the  Suit 
of  John  Rujiitt  Prieft. 

[  E  ]     John  Bishop  of  Frj/5w^  was  again     ^7^7* 
profecuted  in  the  Exchequer ^  for  a  Demand  of 
3/,  10 J.  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  John  Booth 
aforefaid.  L  Sam* 


[  D  ]  The  Profecutor's  Demands  on  Kin/ley 
and  Bijhop  amounted  in  the  whole  to  about  Eleven 
Pounds.  He  came  fome  Time  after,  without 
Warrant  or  Authority,  and  took  from  Bijhop^ 

I..    S.  D. 
6  Sheep,  which  he  fold  for  6     i     o 

And  from  Kin/ley^ 

12  Sheep,  which  yielded  him      11     29 

^7    3     9 

[  E  ]     The  Profccutor  proceeded  againft  Bi- 

Jhop  in  the  Exchequer^  notwithftanding   the   afore* 

faid  Seizure  of  his  Sheep ;  but  this   Profecution, 

and  the  following  againft  Samuel  fVreJJel^   ceafcd 

by  the  Profecutor's  Death. 
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17 17.  Samuel  Wressel  oiWainjleet  was  profecu- 
ted  ill  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes  of  about  Ten 
Shillings  Value,  at  the  Suit  of  the  faid  John 
Booth  Tithe-farmer. 

172  !•  [  F  ]  Stephen  Marshal  of  jBz^//^n£;/V)t 
was  profecuted  in  the  Exchequer^  at  the  Suit  of 
John  Ktrton  of  Kelfield  Tithe-farmer. 

Thomas  Chantry  was  profecuted  in  the 
Exchequer y  at  the  Suit  of  Homas  Shaw. 
1725.  [  G  ]  John  Fotheringham  and  Samuel 
Hewet  were  profecuted  in  the  Exchequer 
for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  Henry  Hankin  and 
others. 

Mary  Ash  of  Holbeech^  but  late  of  Dud-- 
dington  in  Cambridgpirey  was  profecuted  in  the 
Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  Vyner  Snell 
Redlor  of  Duddington  in  the  Me  of  Ely.  The 
Court  decreed  18/.  7^.  forTitne,  and  69/.  los. 
Cofts. 
'733-  [  ^  ]  Benjamin  Cox  of  Mumby  was 
*  profecuted  in  the  Court  of  Common  Pleas  for 

Impro- 


[  F  ]  The  Demand  on  Marjhal  was  7^.  for 
Tithe  of  a  Crop  of  Flax  worth  about  forty  Shil- 
lings. After  five  Pounds  Charges,  a  Partner  of 
Marjhat^  in  the  Crop,  without  his  Confcnt,  paid 
the  Demand  and  Colts. 

[  G  ]  The  Proceedings  were  foon  put  a  Stop 
to  by  the  Death  of  ^obn  Fotheringham^  but  in  a 
Ihort  Time  after  revived  againft  his  Widow  and 
the  ftid  Hewet t. 

[  H  ]  Benjamin  Cox  was  a  poor  Man,  and  the 
Demand  about  fifty  Shillings,  for  four  or  five 
Years  Tithes, 


Lincoln/hire.  75 

Impropriate  Tithes,    at  the  Suit  6f  Ihmas 
Williamion. 

[  I  J   John  Burnet  and  Levi  Pockling-    1736. 
TON  of  Frijkney  were  proiecuted  in  the  £x- 
cbequer^  at  the  Suit  of  Robert  Cobb  and   Ri^ 
chard  Cuthbert  Tithe-farmers. 


22^    Londan. 


JAMES  FODEY  of  LeadenhalUJireet  Sadler     1696. 
was  profecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes, 
at  the  Suit  of  Gabriel  ^hnjoerjbn  Parfbn  of  the 
Parifti  caird  St.  Mary- Ax. 

Edward  Penington  and  Willi  am  Hooke 
were  profecuted  in  the  Ecclejtaftical  Courts  on 
account  of  the  Pews  in  the  Parifh  of  Alballows 
Lombard'Jireet. 

Francis  Grice   and  John  Bak'er   were    ^697, 
profecuted  in  the  Exchequer^  at  the  Suit  of 
fVilliam  Freeman  Impropriator,  for  Tithes  of 
the  Old  Buildings  in  Bijhopfgate-ftreet. 

John  Perry  of  Houndfditch  was  profecuted 
in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at  trie  Suit  of 
Samuel  Brewjler  Impropriator  of  the  Parifh 
call'd  Buttolpb's  Aldgate. 

L  2  George 


[  I  ]  The  Dema(tid  on  Burnet  and  Pocklwgton 
was  for  about  Fourteen  Shillings  each,  and  the 
Suit  is  yec  depending. 


J  6  London. 

1698.  George  Metcalf  of  ^owerbill  Mariner 
was  profecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at 
the  Suit  of  an  Impropriator, 

"  K  ]  Samuel  Burgis  of  Hound/ditch 
Cabinet-maker  was  profecuted  in  the  Exche-^ 
quer  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  Samuel  Bre^Jier 
Impropriator. 

Thomas  Burbank  of  the  Minories  was 
profecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at  the 
Suit  of  Samuel  Brewfter  aforefaid. 

1699.  Mary  Sandon  of  the  Minories  Widow  was 
profecuted  in  the  Exchequer^  at  the  Suit  of  the 
faid  Samuel  Brewjier. 

1702.  John  Edge  was  profecuted  in  xht  Eccleji- 
ajlical  Court  for  a  Church-Rate  (fo  called)  at 
the  Suit  of  the  Wardens  of  the  Parifli  call'd  St. 
Andrew's  Holborn. 

John  Newton  of  Laurence-lane  was  Sub- 
poena d  into  the  Exchequer^  at  the  Suit  of  jfohn 
Sayer  oi Harwellm  Berkjhirc^  for  about  two 
Years  Tithe. 

1704.  [  ^  J  J^^N  Martindale  and  Katha- 
rine Woodward  pf  Giles  s  Cripplegate  were 
profecuted  in  the  Ecclefiajiical  Courts  for  a 
Church-Rate  (fo  called.) 

William  Ell  wood  of  Sboe4ane  in  the 
Parifh  of  St.  Brides  (fo  called)  was  profecuted 

in 


-^T^S^ 


[  K  ]     Samuel  Burgis  was  imprifon'd  in  fP'^ood- 
jlrcet  Counter! 

[  L  ]     TheDemandon  Afor//Wtf/^  was  i/.  12J. 

6^.  and  on  Woodward  13 J.  Both  of  them  were 
Excommunicated. 
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in  tib?  Exchequer y  at  the  Suit  of  ^Thomas  Townly 
Tithe-farmer. 

John  Lun  of  Aldgate  Parifh  was  profecuted     1706- 
in  the  Exchequer y  at  the  Suit  of  Samuel  Brew^ 
fier  Impropriator,  for  a  Demand  of  Twenty 
Shillings  for  one  Year's  Tithe. 

Thomas  Harrison  of  I'albouCourt^  and  1708^ 
Joseph  Toovey  Cheefemonger,  were  profecu- 
ted in  the  Ecclefiajiical  Courts  at  the  Suit  of 
Margaret  Lake^  Widow  ;ind  Executrix  of  Ed^ 
nvard  Lake^  Prieft  pf  the  Parifhes  call'd  St. 
Mary  at  hill  and  St.  Andrews  Hubbard^  on  ac- 
count of  Subtradtion  of  Tithes. 

John  Blanch Ard  of  Little  Eajlcheap  was     1709. 
profecuted   in  the  Ecclefiajiical  Courts  at   the 
Suit  of  the  aforefc^id  Margaret  hake  Widow. 

James  Lambert  of  the  Parifli  calVd  St.  But^ 
tolphs  Aldgate  was  profecuted  in  the  Exchequer ^ 
at  the  Suit  of  Samuel  Brewfier  Impropriator. 

Israel  Skinner  of  JVhitechappel  Cooper 
was  profecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at 
the  Suit  of  Samuel  Brewfier  Impropriator. 

[  M  ]     Richard  BocKETT  of  the  Parifli     17 13. 
caird  St.  Giles  Cripplegate  was  profecuted  in  the 
Q>nfifiory  Court  of  the  Dean  of  PauPs,  at  the 
Suit  of  the  Parifli  Clerk,  for  a  Demand  of  ^d. 
per  Annum  for  Four  Years  Clerk's  Wages. 

Benjamin    Clark    of  Grace-church-fireet    17 15* 
was  profecuted   in  the  Ecclefiajiical  Court y  at 
the  Suit  of  Ralph  Bloomer  Parfon  of  Alhallows 

Lombard- 


[  M  ]     Richard  Bockei  obtained  a  Prohibilion 
pi}f  of  one  of  the  Courts  at  fFeJiminJler. 
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Lombard^Jireetj    for  Marriage    and  Burying 
Fees,  and  other  pretended  Dues. 

Benjamin  HiNTON  oi  BdU Alley  Lombard^ 
fireet  ^rber,  was  profecuted  in  the  Ecclejiafii-^ 
cal  Court,  at  the  Suit  of  the  £ud  Ralph  Bloomer 
for  a  Mortuary. 

1716.  John  Elderkin,  Edward  Woods  and 
Thomas  Crawley,  of  the  united  Parifhes 
call'd  St.  Andrew  Hubbards  and  St.  Mary  at 
billy  were  profecuted  in  the  Ecckfiaftical  Court 
for  a  Church-Rate  (fo  called)  at  the  Suit  of  the 
Wardens  of  thofe  Pariflies. 

J  7 1 7.  Cal  £  b  Be  ck  of  Laurences-lane  was  profecu- 
ted in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of 
John  Stayer  Impropriator. 

I719.  James  Lambert  of  Hound/ditch  Mercer 
was  profecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at 
the  Suit  of  Samuel  Brewfier  Impropriator. 

[  N  ]  Michael  Treppass,  Richard 
Bocket  and  Nicholas  Witchel,  of  the 
Parifli  caird  St.  Giles  s  Crippkgate,  (and  115 
others,  not  fakers)  were  fubpcena'd  into  the 
Exchequer^  at  the  Suit  of  Thomas  Bennett  Vicar 
of  the  faid  Parifli. 

Francis 


f  N  ]  Trefpafsy  Bocket  and  WitcbtU  were  pro- 
fecuted on  a  Claim  oi  %s.  gd.  m  the  Pound  for 
Tithes^  accordina  to  the  Yearly  Rent  of  their  re- 
IpcAivc  Houfcs,  by  virtue  of  the  Sutute  and  De- 
crcT  of  ^7  Htn.  8.  though  it  did  not  appear  that 
luch  Demand  was  ever  made  by  any  former  Vicar 
of  the  laid  Parifli.  The  Demand  on  thefe  three 
Pcrfons    was    13/.   15.C.  per  AnMum,    but    upon 

f\iU 
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Francis  Davis  and  James  Labasert  <ecre    172 1. 
profecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for  Htbcs,  at  the 
Suit  of  Samuel  Brewfler  Impralpriator  of  AU^ 
gate  ParHh. 

John  Butcher    of  Bartbt^amem^hje  was    1720^ 
profecuted  in  the   Ecclejiajlical  Courts  at  the 
Suit  of  the  Wardens  ot  the  Pariih  call'd  St 
Bartholomew  the  Great  j    for  a  Church-Rate 
(fo  called.) 

[  O  ]    MicJiAtL  Trepi^ass  of  flieParifh     1724. 
caird  St  Giles's  Crippkgate  was  profecuted  in 
the  EcckfiajlicalOiurt  fdr  Clerk's  Wages. 

Martha  Hall,  Katharine  Woodward    1726, 
and  Robert  BcitrLTWodD,  were  profecuted  in 
the  Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  j?&- 
ma%  Bennett  Vicar  of  the  Parifticall'd  St  Giles  % 
Crippkgate. 

JdHN  Halsey  of  the  Parifli  call'd  St  An^    ^730. 
drews  Holbom^  was  profecuted  in  the  Eccteji'' 
afiical  Court  for  a  Cnurch-Rate  (fo  called)  at 
the  Suit  of  the  Wardens  of  the  faid  Parifh. 

Ann 


full  Proof  it  appeared,  that  there  never  had  been 
t)aid  more  than  il.  45.  per  Annum  for  cheir  three 
Houfes. 

The  Caufc  was  depending  about  Six  Years,  du- 
ring which  Time,  there  were  feveral  Hearings  in, 
tht  Court  of  ExcbequeTy  and  one  Hearing  in  the 
Houje  ofLordi^  and  an  Iffue  at  Law  by  a  fpecial 
•Jury.  TheExpence  to  the  faid  three  fakers  a- 
mounted  to  near  Four  Hundred  Pounds,  befides 
One  Hundred  and  Sixteen  Pounds  Cods,  which 
they  recovered  of  the  faid  Bennet. 
.  [  O  ]  A  Prohibition  was  obcain'd  out  of  the 
Court  ot  ComTnon  Pleas, 
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1735.  Ann  Freame  and  Hannah  pREAMEwere 
profecuted  in  the  Ecdefiajiical  Court  for  a 
Church-Rate  (fo  called)  at  the  Suit  of  John 
Giles  and  yames  Rhodes  Wardens  of  the  Pariih 
caird  St  Buttolphs  Aider/gate, 


25.  Middlefex. 


1698.   [  P  ]  irVAVID   LLOYD    of  Newington 

JLy  was  profecuted  in  the  Exchequer 
for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  Elizabeth  Bell  Im- 
propriatrix. 

Francis  Holderness  was  profecuted  in 
the  Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  Tyfc- 
mas  Child  and  others.  Tithe-farmers  of  ASion. 
170 1.  William  Jackson  and  John  Stokes  of 
Spittlejields^  and  John  Mosely,  were  profe- 
cuted in  the  Exchequer^  at  the  Suit  of  John 
Wright  Vicar  of  Stepney. 

Thomas  Cox  and  Zachary  Burroughs 
of  White chappel  were  profecuted  in  the  Exche^ 
quer^  at  the  Suit  of  Richard  Welton  Prieft  of 
Whitechappel. 
no\.  Richard  Marsh  of  Hendon  was  profecu- 
ted in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of 
Parfon  Smith  oi  Hendon. 

Benja- 


[  P  ]  David  Lloyd  had  a  Decree  of  Court 
iflued  againft  him  for  the  Tithe,  and  16L  Cofts  of 
Suit. 
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Benjamin  Pace,  John  West,  William  1703 
Ford,  Joseph  Shewin,  Nathaniel  WelcHj 
Thomas  Ward,  John  Wells,  Joseph  Tench, 
Samuel  Brooks,  Thomas  Cockitt,  Edmund 
PiNDER,  Adam  Bullock,  Thomas  Brown, 
Samuel  Rutter  and  William  Pargiter, 
were  profecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes, 
at  the  Suit  of  John  JVicks  Parfon  of  Shore  ditch. 

[  Q  1  William  Jackson,  Robert  Chalk- 
ley,  Arnold  Frowd,  John  Beale,  Jona- 
than Wood,  John  Constantine  and  John 
Marshall,  were  profecuted  in  the  Exchequer 
for  Eafter-OfFerings  and  fmall  Tithes,  at  the 
Suit  oijohn  Wright  Vic^r  of  Stepney. 

M  Andrew 


[  Q^]     The  Rates  fet  upon  Eafter- Offerings, 
and  Titties  claimed  by  the  faid  John  fVrighty    in 
his  Bill  of  Complaint  againft  rhem  preferred  in  the 
Exchequer^  viert  as  followeth,        S.  D. 
For  Eafter-Offerings  uponl 

every  Perfon,  3  3 

A  Cock,  o     2 

A  Hen,  o     i 

A  Goofe,  o     4 

A  Duck,  o     4 

A  Sow,  I     8 

A  Cow,  o     6 

Turnips  for  every  AcreT 
fowed  in  the  Field,  3  ^ 
The  faid  Vicar  alfo  made  claim  upon  Gardens, 
Orchards,  Calves,  Lambs,  Wool  and  Milk,  in 
his  faid  Bill  ot  Complaint.  Whereas  *tis  known, 
that  the  Perfons  afbrefaid,  being  mod  of  them  In- 
habitants in  and  near  Spittlefields  (and  John  Conjlan- 
tine  in  Ratcliff)  their  Places  of  Habitation  allow 
not  the  keeping  fuch  Things,  they  not  ufing  Lands ; 

fome 
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1704, 


[  R  j  Andrew  Warner  of  Waltbam 
Croji  was  profccutcd  in  the  Three  Weeks  Court 
for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  Daniel  Babbs  Im- 
propriator. 

Thomas  Hart  was  profecuted  in  the  £r- 
clejiajiical  Court  for  a  Church-Rate  (f o  called) 
at  the  Suit  of  the  Wardens  of  Enfield. 

[  $  ]  Thomas  Witherington  of  Nor- 
'wood  in  the  Parifh  of  Hayes  was  profecuted  in 
the  Exchequer^  at  the  Suit  of  Francis  Stokes 
and  John  Short  Tithe-fiirmers. 

Abraham 


feme  of  them  being  mean  Shopkeepers,  and  others 
fiich  as  laboured  honeftly  for  their  own  and  Fa- 
milies Subfiftcnce,  therefore  not  capable  of  being 
(locked  or  pofleflcd  with  fuch  Goods,  as  were 
mentioned  in  the  Bill. 

The  aforefaid  Profecution  Was  carried  on  to  the 
Imprifonmcnt  of  Four  of  the  faid  Perfons,  viz. 
Robert  Cbalkkj,  John  Conjiantine^  fVilliam  Jack- 
fin  and  John  Beale^  who  were  committed  to  iVl?^- 
^^/^  on  the  8  th  Day  of  November  1703,  upon  At- 
tachments^ at  the  Suit  oijobn  fFrigbt  Vicar  of  the 
faid  Parifh  of  Stepney.  The  faid  Jobn  Conjlantine 
was  difcharg'd  from  his  Imprifonment  in  the  Year 
1708,  being  about  five  Years  after. 

[  R  ]  The  Demand  on  Andrew  Warner  was 
for  five  Shillings  Tithe,  for  which  his  Goods  were 
taken  to  the  Value  of  One  Pound  Six  Shillings  and 
Five  Pence. 

(  S  ]  TTxfmas  Witherington  was  taken  up  on  an 
Attachment^  and  committed  to  Newgate  on  the  18th 
of  the  Month  called  April  1705.  While  he  was 
Prifoner,  and  fevcral  Years  after,  his  Tithe  was 
taken  in  Kind.j 


Middlefex.  8  3 

Abraham  Johnson,  D£gory  Marshall,  1705. 
John  Best,  John  Hempson,  John  Fly,  Hen- 
ry Belch,  Robert  Hoare,  Nathaniel 
Wells,  James  MiTCHEL,  Mary  Trevor,  John 
Trevor,  John  Smith,  Charles  Emes,  Eli- 
zabeth Marshall,  James  Delaforce,  Tho- 
mas Broadbank,  Thomas  Minks,  Edward 
Bowes  and  John  Tomkins,  were  profecuted  in 

the  Exchequer  for  a  pretended  Claim  of  Tithes 
and  Eafter-Offcrings,  at  the  Suit  of  John 
Wright  Vicar  of  Stepney. 

Elizabeth  Plant,    Wife  oi  Henry  Plant    1707. 
of  Wejlminfiery  was  profecuted  in  Chancery  for 
Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  Elizabeth  Hafcard  Wi- 
dow and  Executrix  to  Dr.  Hafcard  late  Parfon 
of  Clements  Danes. 

[  T  3  Clement  Plumsted,  Thomas  Coo-  1709. 
PW^f  John  Askew,  John  Midford,  Joseph 
Gray,  Joseph  Groom,  Thomas  Cox,  Tho- 
mas Pitstow,  William  Oram,  Gideon  Cul- 
CUP,  George  Clark,  Devereux  Bowley, 
Michael  Holms  and  Isaac  Robinson,  were 
profecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at  the 
Suit  of  Richard  Welton  Prieft  of  Whitechappel 

M  2  John 


[  T  ]  The  Parfon  carried  on  h's  Suit  fofar 
againft  feveral  of  the  Perfons  profecuted,  that 
Thomas  Pitfiow^  William  Oram  and  Michael  Holms^ 
were  committed  to  ihtFleel  on  the  zSthofNovrmher 
171 1 :  William  Or^^idicd  the  next  Year,  being  a 
Prifoner ;  and  Pitftow  and  Holms  continued  Pri* 
fonerstill  the  Year  1713. 
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17 10.  [  U  ]  John  Orchard  of  Fuffjam  Gar- 
dener was  profecutcd  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of 
Brook  Bridges  Impropriator. 

.171  !•  John  Orchard  aforefaid  was  profecuted  in 
the  Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  Philip 
Dwight  Vicar  oiFulham. 

17 12.  KicHARD  KiRTON  of  Kenjington  was  pro- 
fecuted in  Chancery  for  a  Demand  of  5/.  per 
Annum  for  Ten  Yeare  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of 
"John  Millington  Vicar  of  Kenjington. 

17 13.  Nathaniel  Maresom  was  profecuted  in 
Enjicld  Court  for  a  Demand  of  Fifteen  Shil- 
lings for  Petty  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  John 
Bird/eye  Parfon  of  Soutb-Mims. 

iji^.  [  W  ]  Elizabeth  Plant,  ^lieoi Henry 
Plant  oi  Wejiminjiery  \\z^  profecuted  in  the 
Ecclejiajlical  Court  for  a  Church-Rate  (fo  cal- 
led.) 

'^7^7'  Henry  Lambert  and  William  Oakley 
were  profecuted  in  the  Exchequer^  at  the  Suit 
of  John  JVright  Vicar  of  Stepney. 

John  Orchard  nesir  Hamer/mith  vf^s  pro- 
fecuted in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at  the 
Suit  of  Philip  Dwight  Vicar  of  Fulham. 

1720.  Joseph  Goldey  and  Henry  Roberts  of 
the  Parifli  call'd  St.  Andrews  Holborn  were  pro- 
fecuted in  the  Ecclejiajlical  Court ^  at  the  Suit  of 

the 


[  U  ]  John  Orchard  was  committed  to  the 
Marjhalfea  Prifon  in  Soulhwark  for  a  Demand  of 
I4i.  Tithe,  tho*  really  worth  but  Seven  Shillings. 

[  W  ]  Plant\  Wife  was  fuedfor  a  Rate  charg- 
ed on  her  bctorc  her  Marriage  to  him. 
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the  Wardens  of  that  Parifh,   for  refufing  to 
pay  a  Church-Rate  (fo  called.) 

Mary  Chamberlain  of  yindrews  Holborn 
was  profecuted  in  the  Ecclefiajiical  Court  for 
Nonpayment  of  a  Church-Rate  (fo  called.) 

William  Dodd  oi  Edmonton  was  taken  up    172!. 
by  a  MarfluU's  Writ  for  about  7/.  for  Three 
Years  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  Robert  Bent  of 
Edmonton  Tithe-farmer  under  the  Dean  and 
Chapter  of  Pauls. 

JoH N  O  K  CH  A R  D  pf  Fulham  was  profecuted    1 722. 
in  the  Exchequer^  at  the  Suit  of  Pbiltp  Dwight 
Vicar  of  the  faid  Parifh. 

Thomas   Gray    of  Ratcliff,    and  John    1724. 
Mabank,   were  profecuted  in  the  Exchequer 
for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  T^homas  Dodd  and 
Benjamin  Pr  it  chard  Vicars  of  Stepney. 

[  X  ]     The  Widow  Withe rington  of    1725. 
Hiitton  in  the  Parifh  of  Eajl-Bedfont  was  cited 
into  the  Bifliop  of  London^  Court,  in  a  Caufe 
of  Subtradtion  of  Tithes,  at  the  Suit,  of  John 
Janmar  Vicar  of  that  Panfh. 

Joseph    Ollive,    Thomas  Ollive    and    1732- 
Rachel  Ollive   Widow,  of  Bromlc\\  were 
profecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithe  of  their 
Gardens,  at  the  Suit  01  William  Benjon  Redlor 
and  Impropriator, 

24.  Norfolk 


[  X  ]  The  Demand  on  the  Widow  Wither- 
ington  was  14J.  per  Annum  for  Six  Years.  The 
Parfon  after  fome  time  dropt  his  Suit  in  the  Excbe-^ 
quer  i  and  took  his  Demand  by  Jufticcs  Warrant. 
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•696.    [  Y  ]  TTENRY  WAKE  of  Soutb^Wooton 

I    I   was  profccutcd  in  the  Exchequer^ 

at  the  Suit  m^tbomas  Tiurlow  Prieft  of  Gay  wood. 

1607.        Stephen  Shortling  was  profccuted  in  the 

Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  John  M- 

cbolas  £% 

[  Z  ]  Richard  Allen  of  Stiffkey  was 
profecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at  the 
Suit  of  William  Harmar  Prieft. 

Thomas  Gough  was  profecuted  in  the 
Exchequer  for  Tithes,,  at  the  Suit  of  William 
Smith  Vicar  of  Tajburgh^  and  imprifon^d  on 
an  Attachment. 

Robert  Dye  was  profecuted  in  the  Ex^ 
chequer  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  the  aforefaid 
Vicar  JVilliam  Smith. 
1698.  [  A  ]  Henry  Appleyard  was  profecu- 
ted in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of 
EdwardWharton  Parfon  of  Saoclingham. 

Thomas 

[  Y  ]  Henry  Wake  for  a  Demand  of  245.  for 
Tithes,  had  fcized  by  a  Sequefiraiion  on  the  14th 
of  the  Month  called  June  1699,  A  Cart,  five 
Horfes  and  their  Harnefs  ("when  at  work^  and  two 
Cows,  to  the  Value  of  above  Thirty  Pounds. 

[  Z  ]  Richard  jillen^  for  a  Demand  of  i/. 
1 5J.  6d.  had  his  Goods  fcized  to  the  Value  of  more 
than  Eighty  Pounds. 

[  A  ]  While  this  Profecution  was  depending 
in  the  Exchequer,  the  Parfon  alfo  fummon'd  jlpple- 

yard 
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[  B  ]    Thomas  Dawson  was  profecuted    1699^ 
in  the  Ecclejidiical  Court  for  a  Cmirch^Rate 
(£>  called)  at  the  Suit  of  James  Lyn  and  Homos 
jifbJey  Wardens  of  the  Parifh  of  Barnee. 

Paul  May  and  Thomas  Richardson 
were  profecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes, 
at  the  Suit  of  John  Butler  Parion  of  Downham. 

Matthew  Harrison  was  profecuted  in 
the  Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  Dn 
Gregg. 

John  Watson  was  profecuted  for  Tithes, 
at  the  Suit  of  the  laid  Dr.  Gregg. 

Henry  Miller  of  Wickmore  wasprofecu-    1701^ 
ted  at  Common  Law  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of 
the  Parfon  of  the  Parifh. 

[  C  ]    Richard  Marlow  of  E«/w/to was    1702. 
profecuted  in  the  Exchequer^    at  the  Suit  of 
Homas  Banyard  Impropriator. 

Nathaniel 


yard  before  the  Jufticcs  of  the  Peace,  and  by  War- 
rant, for  2/.  los.  id.  for  two  Years  Tithe,  took 
a  Cow  worth  Four  Pounds :  Some  time  after  this 
Seizure  he  dropt  his  Exchequer  Suit,  and  com- 
menced a  Prolecution  at  Common  Law^  by  which 
the  faid /fp//^^^^/ was  committed  to  Goal  on  the 
2d  of  the  Month  calPd  April  1699. 

£  B  j  Thomas  Dawfon  was  committed  to  Pri^ 
fon  on  a  Writ  de  Excommunicato  capiendo^  in  the 
Beginning  of  OSober  1 699.  The  Profecutors  were 
fo  fcvere,  that  they  fued  the  Goaler  for  granting 
him  a  little  Liberty. 

[  C  ]  This  was  afterward  taken  by  Jufticcs 
Warrant. 
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vjoi^  [  ^  ]  Nathaniel  Astwood  was  profe- 
cuted  in  the  Exchequer^  at  the  Suit  of  Natha- 
niel Beji  Tithe-farmer  under  Nathaniel  Vincent 
Reiflor  of  Blow-Norton. 

1709.  [  ^  J  James  Saunders  and  John  Saun- 
ders ofUpwell  were  profecuted  in  the  Exche- 
quer y  at  the  Suit  of  Philip  JVilliams  Rcd:or  of 

Duddington 


[  D  ]  Nathaniel  AJiwoody/zs  profecuted  for  a 
Demand  of  four  Years  Tithe,  at  6l.per  Annum^ 
(altho*  the  former  Tenants  paid  but  '^l.per  Annum) 
He  was  Prifoner  at  Norwich  and  the  Fleet  above  a 
Year  from  his  Six  Motherlefs  Children :  He  had 
his  Goods  and  Chattels  feized  by  Force  of  a  Se- 
queJlratioHy  iffued  out  of  the  Exchequer^  on  the  28  th 
oi  September  1708,  to  the  Value  of  One  Hundred 
Twenty  nine  Pounds  Four  Shillings  and  Six  Pence, 
(as  appeared  by  the  Appraifment  and  Affidavits 
of  two  fufficient  Men^  tho'  appraifed  by  the  *  Plan- 
tiflf'sown  Servant  and  another  Mail  but  at  70/.  5^. 
4  J.  His  real  Eftate  of  14/.  per  Annum  was  alfo 
feized  ;  and  the  Profecutor  threatned  his  Children, 
That  he  would  not  leave  their  Father  worth  a  Groat. 
And  being  earneftly  defired  to  leave  them  a  Bed 
to  lie  on,  he  refufed,  and  faid^  They  muft  fuffer 
with  their  Father :  And  had  not  a  companionate 
Neighbour  lent  them  a  Bed,  they  muft  have  lain 
on  the  Floor. 

•  Note^    The   PlantifPs   Appraifers    appraifed 
Two  Horfes  and  One  Mare,  but  at  Twenty 
Shillings ;  and  in  like  manner,  they  under- 
valued moft  of  the  reft  of  his  Goods  appraifed. 
[  E  ]    The  Parfon's  Demand  on  thcfc  Two, 
was  for  Thirteen  Years  Tithe  of  Land,  for  which 
former  Occupiers  had  paid  but  i/.  6s.  Sd.  per  An^ 
num  :  But  atter  fome  time  John  Saunders  dying, 
the  Profccution  was  put  an  End  to. 
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Duddington  in  the  I/le  of  Ely,  for  Tithe  of 
Jband  they  held  there. 

[  F  ]    James  Bateman  of  Moulton  was    17 1^* 
profecuted    in   the  Ecclefiajlical  Court  for  a 
Church-Rate  (fo  called)  at  the  Suit  of  John 
Brown  Warden  of  W'ackton. 

[  G  3  Charles  Barrett  was  profecu- 
ted  in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of 
JtAn  Solly  TktQxyt  of  Long  Stratton. 

[  H  ]    Andrew  Moskett  was  profecu-    1718. 
ted  in  the  Exchequer,  at  the  Suit  of  IVilliam 
Burlif^ttm  and  ithomas  Manning  Executors  of 
Edmund  Rojfell  Rocaor  of  Hilton. 

Isaac  Seckar  was  profecuted  in  the  Ex-    lyio. 
chequer  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  $tobert  Ojfanf 
Impropriatpn 

[  I  ]  Elizabeth  Manser  Widow,  and 
her  Son  RpBERT  Manser,  oiWymmdham^ 

N  were 

■  ■  .nil'       II I 

[  F  ]  James  Bateman  was  committed  to  the 
County  Goal,  on  a  Writ  de  Excommunicato  capi- 
endo, in  the  Month  call'd  May  17 16,  and  conti- 
nued about  Nine  Months,  till  difchatg'd  by  a  Su- 
perfedeas. 

[  G  ]  .  Charles  Barrett  for  Tithes  not  amount- 
ing to  Fifteen  Shillings,  was  committed  to  Nar^ 
wicb  Goal,  and  .ifcer  about  Ten  Months  Impri- 
fonment  there,  was  rcmovM  to  the  Exchequer  Bar^ 
and  on  the  28th  of  Novcifiber  17 16,  committed  00 
the  Fleet. 

[  H  J  Andrew  Mofkett  was  committed  to  Nor- 
wich Gtyx\^  by  an  Attachment,  on  the  7th  of  the 
Month  call'd  March  1718. 

[  I  ]  The  Widow  and  her  Son  were  both  Ex- 
communicated s  and  the  Son  was  committed  to  the 

Coiinty 
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were  profecuted  in  the  Ecckfiajiical  Court  for 
imall  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  Geo.  T!aylor  Parfon. 

1724.  [  ^  ]  Richard  Foster  was  profecuted 
in  the  Ecclejiajlical  Court  for  Tithes,  at  the 
Suit  of  William  Cl^apnian^  Executor  to  his  Son, 
late  Parfon  of  Ingham. 

1727.  Andrew  Moskett  was  profecuted  in  the 
Ecckfiajiical  Court  for  about  205.  demanded  for 
Tithes  of  Pafturc  Land,  at  the  Suit  of  Johi 
Philips  Redor  of  Winfarthir^. 

173 1.  Edmund  Peckover  was  profecuted  in  the 
Ecckfiajiical  Court  for  fhiall  Tithes,  at  the  Suit 
of  T:homas  Jeffup  Redor  of  Wells. 

1724.  [  L  ]  J^HN  Bateman  was  profecuted  in 
the  Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  Robert 
Bloomfield  Parfon  of  Tibienham. 

William  Coli^,  Elizabeth  Allen  and 
Sarah  Cole,  oiBinham^  were  profecuted  in 
the  Ex^Afy^^r  for  fmall  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of 
yobn  Wells  Parfon  ;  but  after  fomc  time  the 
Suit  ceafed,  the  Profecutor  taking  his  Demand 
by  yujiices  Warrant. 

25.  Northamptonjlnre 


County  Goal  by  a  Signijicavit  on  the  21ft  of  the 
Month  caird  May  1722,  where  he  continued  Prj- 
foner  about  three  Years  and  two  Months,  being 
difcharg'd  oa  the  i8th  of  the  Month  called  July 
1725,  by  the  Profecutor. 

. .  [  K  ]     Richard  Fojler  was  imprifonM  in  Nor- 
wich Cafllc,  on  a  Writ  ^i^  Excommunicato  capiendo. 
[.  L  ]     This  Suit  was  dropt,    and  the  Tithe 
taken  by  Jufticcs  Warrant. 
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2  5 .   Northamptmjhire. 


[  M  ]  TTENRY    BILLINGHAM    was    1696. 

JL  V  profecuted  in  the  Excbefuer  for 
Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  John  IVbitJield  Parfon  of 
the  Parifli  of  Bugbrook. 

Thomas  Arnold  of  Stow  was  profecuted  in     1698. 
the  Ecclefia/lical  Court  for  about  Five  Shillings 
demanded  for  a  Church-Rate  (Jlo  called)  at  the 
Suit  of  the  Wardens  of  Netber-Heyford^  and 
Excommunicated, 

Anthony  Braine  of  Stow  was  profecuted 
in  the  Ecckjiajlical  Court  for  about  Five  Shil- 
lings demanded  for  a  Church-Ratc  (fo  called) 
at  the  Suit  of  the  laid  Wardens  of  Netber-Hey-- 
Jord^  and  Excommunicated, 

[  N  ]  Thomas  Simqns  of  Netber^Hey^ 
ford  was  profecuted  in  the  EccUJiaJlical  Courts 
at  the  Suit  of  Henry  Gray  Prieft. 

N  a  John 


L  M  ]  Henry  Billingham^  for  Tithe  of  Gra- 
zing Ground  of  9/.  Yearly  Rent,  was  imprifon'd  ; 
but  fomc  time  after  difcharged  by  an  AH  of  Grace. 

[  N  ]  Simons  was  a  poor  Man,  and  had  five 
fmall  Children,  and  the  Tithe  den^iandcd  for  Eleven 
Years,  was  but  i/.  105.  lefs  than  three  Shillings 
fer  Annum  one  Year  with  another.  He  was  com- 
mitted to  ^Northampton  Goal,  and  continued  Pri- 
foner  about  five  Weeks,  when  he  was  difcharged 
by  a  Supersedeas. 
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6  3    John  Gill  of  Urupp  was  profecu-* 
in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of 
yobKsrkVridL 

1699.  {P]  Timothy BuRBERow of -^«o  was 
^rqfecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at  the 
Juit  of  liatthew  Hutton  Prieft, 

1700.  {  Qjj  Thomas  Cock  and  his  Son  were 
profecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at  the 
Suit  of  Henry  Gpade  Parfon  of  Weldon. 

170 1.  William  Binyon  oiHolcut  was  profecuted 
in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of 
Edward  Hall  "Pn^ii. 

Elizabeth  Wright  of  Holcut  Widosv 
was  profecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at 
the  Suit  of  the  aforefiiid  Parlon  Hull 

1702.  [  R  ]  Thomas  Binyon  /^»/V  oiHolcut 
Yeoman,  was  profecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for 
Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  the  faid  Parfon  Hall. 

Thomas 


[  O  ]  John  Gill  was  committed  to  Northamp- 
ton Goal  on  the  9th  of  the  Month  called  July  1701, 
for  about  35.  demanded  for  three  Years  Tithes  •, 
but  fome  time  after  Sir  Francis  Cave^  his  Land- 
lord, procured  his  Difcharge. 

[  P  1  27wt?/Ay  J5r^r^^r(?w  was  committed  to  Pri- 
fon  on  the  i6th  ot  Oolober  1702. 

iQJ\     The  Pricft's  Demand  on  Thomas  Cock 
his  Son  was  about  5s.  per  Annum^  for  each  of 
them,  for  about  Ten  Years  fmall  Tithes. 

[  R  ]  Thomas  Binyon^  aged  about  91  Years, 
blind  and  deaf,  for  a  Demand  of  ^^l.  for  Eleven 
Years  Tithes,  was  taken  up  by  an  Attachment^  and 
committed  to  Northampton  Goal  on  the  2 2d  of  No- 
vemher  1702,  where  he  was  clofe  confined  :  When 

he 
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f]  S  ]  Thoh AS  Page,  John  Ellingtok, 
William  Somerpield  and  Francis  Elling-' 
TON,  of  fTellingiorvugh^  were  profecuted  in 
the  Ecclejiajiical  Court  for  a  Church-Ratc  (fo 
called)  at  the  Suit  of  Edward  Hall  znd  Edward 
Smith  Wardens. 

[  T  ]    William  Binyon  of  Hokut  was    i7o8p 

profecuted 

he  was  brought  firft  into  the  Prifon,  he  fainted  a- 
way  thro'  Age  and  Wcaknefs,  by  his  being  re- 
moved five  Miles  from  home,  fo  that  they  had 
much  ado  to  recover  him  to  Life.  Yet,  notwith- 
ftanding  his  weak  Condition,  the  Parfon^s  Attor- 
ney brought  a  Writ  of  Habeas  Corpus  and  a  War* 
rant  to  the  Goaler,  to  tcmovc  him  up  to  London^ 
to  appear  the  firft  Day  of  the  Term,  But  the 
Goaler,  knowing  the  Wcaknefs  and  Incapacity 
of  the  poor  Old  Man,  refufed  to  carry  him  up  on 
that  Writ,  and  made  Return  of  his  languifliing 
Condition.  Neverthelefs,  the  Profecutor  again 
mov'd  the  Court,  and  obtained  a  fecond  Writ  of 
Habeas  Corpus^  returnable  before  the  lad  Day  of 
the  Temii  for  removing  the  faid  languishing  aged 
Man  to  the  faid  Court,  upon  a  Penalty  againft  the 
Sheriff,  if  not  obeyed.  After  which  three  Depo- 
fitions  were  fent  up  of  the  Prifoner's  being  about 
91  Years  of  Age,  and  both  blind  and  deaf ;  for 
the  moft  part  keeping  his  Bed,  and  notable  to 
walk  the  Length  of  his  Room. 

[  S  ]  John  Eilin^ton^  Page  and  Somerfieldj  the 
firlt  for  a  Demand  of  is.  Sd.  and  the  other  Two  of 
lod.  each,  were  committed  to  Northampton  Goal 
on  a  Writ  de  Excommunicato  capiendo^  in  December 
1702. 

[  T  ]  fyilliam  Binyon  v/as  fuedfor  Six  Years 
Tithes,  tour  of  which  were  on  the  Account  of  his 
Father  deceafcd. 
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proiecuted  at  Common  Law  for  Tithes,  at  the 
Sait  of  Edward  Hall  Pncft. 

17  lo;  [  ^  1  J^^N  Aire  and  Thomas  Gallo- 
way, of  Kettering y  were  profecuted  in  the 
Ecekjiaftical  Court  for  about  five  Shillings  de- 
manded of  each  for  a  Church-Ratc  (fo  called) 
at  the  Suit  of  the  Wardens  of  the  PariflL 

17 17*  [  W  ]  Henry  Smith  of  F/;iii?;z  was  pro- 
iecuted at  Common  Law  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit 
of  Humphry  IVallis  Tithe-fermer  under  Sir 
Gilbert  Dolben  Impropriator. 

jyiq.  JoH  N  Ash  by  junior  of  Bugbrook  was  profe- 
cuted  in  the  B^cleJiaJHcal  Court  for  a  Demand 
of  Seventeen  ShilUngsandTen  Pence  halj^nny 
for  a  Church-Rate  (fo  called)  at  the  Suit  of  BS^ 
chard  Pickering  and  Edward  Furland  Wardens. 

1721.  [  X  ]  Joseph  Wright  of  Holcut  was 
proiecuted  in  the  Ecclefiaftical  Courts  at  the 
Suit  of  William  Clements  Parifh  Clerk. 

William  Gill  was  proiecuted  in  the  Eat- 
clefiajiical  Court  for  a  Demand  of  zs.  tdy  for  a 

Marriage 


[  U  ]  John  jftre  was  committed  to  Prifon  on 
k  Writ  Je  Excomumcato  capiendo^  in  the  Month 
called  March  lyio. 

[  W  ]  Henry  Smithy  for  a  Demand  of  about 
i/.  i2i.  for  Tithe,  was  imprifon'd  thirteen  Weeks 
in  Northampton  Goal,  and  had  his  Goods  taken  by 
an  Execution^  for  treble  Damages,  to  the  Value  of 
Thirty  Pounds. 

[  X  ]  The  Demand  on  Jofeph  IVright  was 
for  Clerk's  Wages  8^.  and  a  Sheaf  of  Rye  for  two 
Years ;  the  Proceedings  were  put  a  Stop  to  by  a 
Prohihition  from  one  of  the  Courts  at  Weftminjler. 
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Mafriage  Fee,  at  the  Suit  of  Robert  BuUer 
Faribn  of  Moulton. 

Francis  BayeS  of  Harrodon  parua  was    17234 
profecuted  in  the  Ecclejiafiknl  Court  for  i6j. 
demanded  for  four  Years  Clerk's  Wages,  at 
the  Suit  of  George  Wyman  Clerk  of  the  Parifli. 

£  Y  ]    John  Knighton  of  Wimvick  was    1734* 
profecuted  in  the  Court  of  Kin^s  Bench  for 
Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  Ehuard  Martin  Tithe- 
£uiner. 

[  Z  ]    John  Knighton  afore£tid  was  a-    1735* 
^n  profecuted  at  the  Suit  of  the  faid  Edward 
Martin  Tithe-farmer. 

26.  Nottingham/hire.    \    ^^ 


[  Y  ]  John  Knighton^  for  Tithes  adjudged  by 
the  Jury  to  be  worth  14I.  10s.  6d.  hadfeized  and 
taken  away  the  Cattle  and  Goods  following^  viz. 

Ten  Cows  and  Nine  Hogs,  appraifed  at  27  12    6 
Two  Horfes  and  One  Cart,  ^5  ^5    ^ 

Three  Harrows  and  Three  Ploughs,       250 


i*«i 


45  12     6 

[  Z  ]    John  Knighton  for  this  Years  Tithe  va- 
lued at  1 7/.  I  o^.  6  J.  had  taken  from  him, 

Zr.       S.    D. 

23  Qusirters  of  Malt  at  24J.  per  Quar.    27  *x 2    o 
5  Quarters  ofWheat  at  30;./)^  Quar.    7  10    t) 

One  Horfe  worth  2  12    a 


In  all        37  14    o 

I  li      

N.  B.  The Profecutor might  have, taken  this 
by  Juftices  Warrant,  the  Land  being,  according 
to  the  Cuftom  of  the  Piacp,  Tith*d  diftinftly  in 
feparate  Parcels. 
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I706.  JOHN  P  A  R  K  E  R  of  Laynbam  was 
^f  proiecuted  in  the  Eeckfiajiical  Court  for  a 
Church-Rate  (fo  callecL) 

[  A  ]  John  Ga&land,  John  Hopewell 
and  John  Swan^  all  of  Mansfield^  were  pn>- 
iecated  in  the  £xrifi^«^  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit 
of  William  Green  and  John  Mace  Tith&^« 
mers. 

'1707.  John  Parker  of  Laynhamy  and  John 
Gray  and  Richard  Gray  of  EaJi^Drayton^ 
were  proiecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for  a  De- 
mand of  about  10 J.  each  for  Tithes,  at  the 
Suit  of  Henry  Clark  Paribn  of  EaJi^Drayton. 

Ijli.  [  B  ]  Matthew  St ATH AM  was  proie- 
cuted at  Common  Lanv  for  Tithes^  at  the  Suit 
of  John  ^ace  and  William  Green  Tithe-far- 
mers. 

Richard 


■f 


(  A  V  The  JSum  of  the  Demands  on  theie 
Three  ai\d  not  amount  to  Forty  Shillings. 

[  B  ]  Matthew  Statbam  vras  fued  for  treble 
Damages:  The  Profecutor  in  bis  Declaration 
claimed  5/.  tho'  the  real  Value  of  the  Tithes,  if 
they  had  been  taken  in  Kind,  would  not  have  been 
Six  Shillings.  Statbam  was  committed  to  Kpt- 
tingbam-QtO^X  in  September  1712^  and  continued 
Prifoncr  nine  Months  j  the  lx)fs  fuftained  by  his 
Imprifonment,  and  the  Expences  he  was  put  to  in 
the  Law,  were  computed  at  Forty  Pounds, 
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[  C  ]     Richard  Alcock  of  Wejion  was    17 19. 
profecuted  in  the  Ecclefmjiical  Court  for  i/.  4^. 
for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  oi  Pauljenkinjbn  Parfon. 

[  D  ]     Joshua  Storrs  of  Mijierton  was     1720. 
profecuted  in  the  Ecclefmjiical  Court  at  Tork 
for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  Richard  Kellitt  fen. 

[  E  ]     William   Marshall   of  Sutton    1729. 
upon  Trent  was  profecuted  in  the  Ecclejiajlical 
Court  for  fmall  Tithes  of  about  4/.  i  os.  Value, 
at  the  Suit  of  William  Emerjon  Vicar. 

[  F  ]  Samuel  Johnson  of  the  Parifti  1732. 
caird  St.  Nicholas  in  the  Town  of  Nottingham^ 
was  profecuted  in  the  Ecclejiajlical  Courts  for 
a  Church-Rate  (fo  called)  at  die  Suit  of  Robert 
Summers^  John  Harris^  George  Langford  Nevi/y 
and  Zachary  Lee,  Wardens  of  the  faid  Parifti. 

O  27.  Oxford" 


[  C  ]  The  Parfon  being  rcprovM  by  a  neigh- 
bouring Gentleman,  at  that  Time  Member  of 
Parliament,  for  taking  fuch  a  fevcrc  Courfe  with 
Alcock^  let  his  Suit  drop. 

[  D  ]  Storrs  was  fued  for  four  Years  Tithes  of 
Apples,  (^c.  at  u.  ^d.  per  Annum:  but  after  fome 
time  the  Suit  ended  by  the  Death  of  the  Profecutor, 

[  E  ]  ^///^OT  Af^r/??^// was  Excommunicated, 
and  taken  up  by  a  Writ  de  Excommunicato  capiendo. 

[  F  ]  Samuel  jobnfon,  for  a  Demand  of  Six 
Pence  toward  the  Repairs  of  the  Parifh  Worfhip- 
houfe,  was  committed  to  Nottingham  Goal  on  a 
Writ  de  Excommunicato  capiendo^  on  the  17th  of 
November  1732,  and  continued  Prifoner  till  the 
4th  of  December  1733,  being  One  Year  and  17 
Days. 
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[  L  ]  William  Hughes,  Son  of  the 
faid  Elizabeth  Hfighes^  was  alfo  profecuted  in 
the  Exchequer^  at  the  Suit  of  the  feme  Parfon. 

1704.  [  M  ]  William  Tredwell  of  Soutih- 
Newington  was  profecuted  in  the  Exchequer^  at 
fhe  Suit  of  Robert  Penn  Tithe-fjumer  undpr 
Exeter  CoUedgc. 

1705,  [  N  ]  John  Baqnell,  John  French 
and  William  French,  were  alfo  profecuted 
in  the  Exchequer^  at  the  Suit  of  the  aforpfeid 
Robert  Penn. 

Joseph  Sowder  was  profecuted  for  Tithes 
\>y  John  Lang/ion  Steward  under  the  Lady 
Hollis. 

Richard  Hickman  and  Joseph  Hick- 
man were  alfo  profecuted  by  the  aforefaid  John 
Ziangfton. 
172 1.  [  O  ]  EpwARD  Thomas  was  profecuted 
in  the  Exchequer  for  Eaftcr-Offerings,  at  the 
Suit  of  Thomns  Arvijon  Parfon  of  Biffiter. 

Thomas 


w'V      1 


[  L  ]  fniliam  H^ghjgs  was  an  Apprentice,  and 
under  One  and  Twenty  Years  of  Age  ;  the  Suit 
againft  him  dropt  by  reafon  of  his  Minority. 

[  M  ]  Thp  Suit  againft  Tredwell  was  for  a 
Pcmand  of  about  3/.  for  thirty  Years  fmall  Tithes. 

[  N  ]  The  Profecucion  againft  Jobff  French 
was  for  1 1.  2s.  and  againft  tVilliam  French  for 
1 1.  loj,  for  fmall  1  ithcs. 

[  O  ]  The  Parfon's  Pemand  on  Edward  Tho- 
mas was  for  fix  Years  Eafter-Offerings  for  himfelf 
^nd  Wife,  tkt2d,]per  Annum  txch^  and  id.  per  An- 
;y«;;t  for  his  Garden. 
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lOI 


Thomas  Nichols  of  Oxford  was  profecu-    17!^8. 
ted  in  the  Ecclefiaftical  Court  for  a  Church- 
Rate  (fo  called)  at  the  Suit  of  the  Wardens  of 
theParifli. 


■      I.     '       ■ ' .'      ^  ■  ^  '^ 

28.  Rutland/hire. 

[  P  ]     A  USTIN  ACTON  and   John     „i, 

jtX  PiLKiNGTON  were  profecuted  in 
the  Ecclefiajiical  Courts  at  the  Suit  of  John 
Stevenfon  Parifh  Clerk. 

[  Qw]     George  Robinson  of  Oakham  was    jy2 1^ 
fubpoena'd  into  the  Exchequer^  at  the  Suit  of 
yc?^«  Warburton  Vicar. 

29.  Somerfetjhire. 


[  P  ]  ^<57(?«  and  Pilkington,  for  a  Demand  of 
Two  Shillings  for  Clerk's  Wages,  were  commit- 
ted to  Prifon  on  a  Writ  d^  Excommunicato  capiendoy 
and  continued  Prifoncrs  about  five  Weeks  ;  at  the 
End  of  which,  they  were  fet  at  Liberty  by  an 
Order  from  the  High  Sheriff,  upon  the  Difcovery 
of  fome  great  Error  in  the  Proceeding. 

[  O  ]  This  Profecution  being  but  for  i/.  5^: 
6d.  forfour  Years  fmall  Tithes,  the  Parfon,  up- 
on farther  Deliberation,  dropt  his  Proceedings  in 
the  Excbeq^uer^  and  applying  to  the  Jufticcs,  got  d^ 
Warrant  for  Diftrcfs, 


I02 


29.  Somerfetjhire. 

•1696.    [  R  ]  ITITILLIAM  REEVE    of  Wivelf^ 

▼  ▼    comb  was  profccutcd  in  the  £r- 
ckfiajlical  Court  for  finall  Tithes. 

[  S  ]  William  Lyddon  of  the  Parifli  of 
Wttbil  was  profecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for 
Tithes,  at  the  Suit  oi  William  Pratt  in  the 
Behalf  of  fome  Children  of  an  Impropriator. 
1698.  [  T  ]  JohnCoate  and  Henry  Coate 
his  Son  were  profecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for 
Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  Jofef{b  Horjey  Parfon  of 
Kir^ury. 

George  Priest  of  Taunton  Dean  was  pro- 
lecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit 
of  Smart  Goodenough  Impropriator  of  Pitmin- 
fter. 

Edward 


[  R  ]  JVilliam  Reeve  procur'd  a  Prohibition 
out  of  one  of  the  Temporal  Courts,  and  ftopt  the 
Proceedings. 

[  S  ]  Lyddon  was  committed  to  Taunton  Goal 
in  the  Month  call'd  April  1697,  and  was  continued 
Prifoner  many  Years,  till  he  died. 

[  T  ]  The  Parfon  firft  fummonM  John  and 
Ji?if»r^  C^^r  before  the  Juftices,  but  they  judging 
his  Demand  unreafonable,  being  26/.  tor  twelve 
Years  Tithe,  would  have  reduced  the  fame  to  14/. 
which  he  difliking,  refolv*d  to  proceed  another 
Way :  But  the  faid  John  Coate  dying  in  a  fhort 
Time  after,  the  Suit  dropt« 
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[  U  ]  Edward  Atwood  of  Salford  was 
profecuted  in  the  Court  of  Common  Pleas^  at 
the  Suit  of  William  Keate  Parfon,  for  Tithes. 

[  W  ]  Robert  Banton  of  Long-Sutton 
was  profecuted  at  Common  Law  for  Tithes,  at 
the  Suit  of  Henry  Lockyer  Tithe-farmer  under 
the  Earl  of  Northampton. 

[  X  ]     Edward  Atwood  aforefaid,  and    i699, 
his  Son,  were  profecuted  in  the  Ecckfiaftical 
Court  for  Eafter-Oficrings,  and  Tithes  of  Hens, 
Eggs,  &€.  at  the  Suit  of  the  faid  W.  Keate. 

[  Y  ]    James  Hull  was  profecuted  in  the 

Exchequer 

Q  U  ]  Edward  Atwood  was  arrefted  by  a  pre- 
tended or  falfc  Writ,  in  the  Month  caJlM  February 
1698,  and  committed  to  Prifon  ;  and  on  the  19th 
of  the  Month  calPd  July  1 699,  had  Six  Cows,  Two 
Horfes  and  a  Mow  of  Hay  feized :  But  upon  a 
Difcovcry  made  of  its  being  a  falfe  Profccution,  he 
was  difcharg'd  by  a  Superfedeasy  and  his  Goods  or- 
dered to  be  rcftor*d. 

[  W  ]  Robert  Banton^^  for  great  Tithes  of 
Seven  or  Eight  Pounds  Value,  had  a  Verdift  given 
againft  him  at  Taunton  Affizes  in  the  Month  call'd 
March  1698,  for  15/.  which  at  Treble  Damages 
amounted  to  45/.  for  which  he  had  taken  from 
him,  L.    S.    D. 

12  Plow  Bullocks  and  5  Cows  worth  80  o  o 
Of  which  they  returned  2  Bullocks         10    o    o 

For  an  Original  Demand  of  7/.  or  8/.     70    o    o 

[  X  ]  They  were  both  Excommunicated  a- 
bout  the  6th  of  the  Month  caird  Jugufi  1699. 

[  Y  ]  James Hull^  for  a  Demand  of  about 
^l.per  Annum  for  Tithe,  was  committed  to  Prifon 
in  November  1 699 , 
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1699.  Exebequer  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  Edmund 
Caufhy  John  Pattin  and  Roger  Saints  Tithe- 
fanijers  under  Andrew  Walner  Efq;  Impro- 
priator. 

[  Z  ]  Robert  Wills  of  Chijelborough 
was  profecutcd  in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes, 
at  the  Suit  of  Henry  Lockyer  of  Long-Suttori 
Tithe-fartncf. 

■  A  ]  Jeremiah  BewseY  was  profecu- 
tcd in  the  Ecckfiaftical  Court  for  Tithes,  at  the 
Suit  of  John  Bovver  Vicar  of  Burnbam. 

[  B  ]  George  Besgrove  of  Mucbelney 
was  profecutcd  in  the  Ecclejiafiical  Court  for  a 
Demand  of  4J.  4^/.  for  a  Church-Rate  (fo  cal- 
led) at  the  Suit  of  ^obn  Pridle  Warden. 

John  Pedle  (^Mucbelney  was  profecutcd  in 
the  Ecclejiajiieal  Court  for  a  Demand  of  3^. 
I  od.  for  a  Church-Rate  (fo  called)  at  the  Suit 
of  Jobn  Pridle  Wzrdcn. 

Edward  Atwood  of  Salford  was  profecu- 
tcd in  the  Court  of  Common  Pleas,  at  the  Suit 
of  William  Keate  Parfon. 

Abra- 


[  Z  ]  IVills  was  Exchequcr*d  for  a  Demand  of 
Eight  Shillings  Tithe  of  Two  Acres  of  Fla^. 

[  A  ]  Bewfey  was  committed  to  Ilcbefter  Goal 
on  a  Writ  de  Excommunicato  capiendo^  on  the  19  th  of 
the  Month  called  January  iGg^,  and  remained  a 
Prifoncr  feveral  Years. 

[  B  ]  George  Bejgrove  and  John  Pedle  were 
committed  to  Prifon  on  a  Writ  de  Excommunicato 
capiendo,  and  Pedle  continued  a  Prifoncr  feveral 
Years. 
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AbKaham  Ltddall  of  JVhelfcomb  was 
()rofecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for  a  Demand  of 
about  Twenty  Shilling^  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit 
of  William  Pricbard  Parfont 

[  C  ]  John  Banks  of  Lang-Suifort  was 
profecuted  in  the  Court  of  the  Hundred  of 
Glaftonbury  for  a  Church-Rate  (fo  called.) 

Mary  GunUry  was  profecutcd  in  the  Ex-    17(50, 
chequer  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  tienry  Lam- 
bert Parfon  of  Mudprd. 

[  D  ]  William  Tilly  and  his  Wife 
were  proiecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes, 
at  the  Suitof  fl(?«ry  Lambert  aforefaid  Parfon. 

[  E  ]    James  Clothier    of  Street  was 

profecuted  at  Common  Law  for  Tithes,    at  the 

P  Suit 

[  C  ]  The  dtmand  on  yobn  Banks  v/isgs.  4d. 
for  which  he  had  taken  from  him  a  Glelding  and 
Saddle  \^orth  Ten  Pounds,  but  fold  by  tho^  who 
made  the  Diftrcfs  for  4/.  iOj. 

I  D  ]  ff^.  Tilly  and  his  Wife  were  profecuted 
for  a  Demand  of  25s.  fdf  8  Years  Tithes '.  And 
^re  both  imprifoned. 

[  E  ]     James  Clotbiir,    upOn  a  Judgment  of 

62/.  10s.  for  Treble  Damages,  had  Goods  taken 

from  him  on  an  Execudon,  by  Richard  Trow  and 

T*o  other  BaylifFs,  on  the  i^ihoi December  1701* 

being  the  very  Day  appointed  by  the  GoYCrnment 

for  a  genera!  Faft-,  as  folJowerh,  viz.      L.    S.  D. 

Four  Fat  Oxen  worth  2300 

Four  Plough  Oxen  worth        22    00 

Two  Cows  worth  800 

Two  Yearlings  worth  3    o    o 
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Suit  of  T'imotby  Redman  Parfon .  of  Street  ancJ 
Walton. 

[  F  ]  Gabriel  Ballett  was  profecuted 
in  the  Exchequer  for  Eafter-OfFcrings,  at  the 
Suit  of  Richard  Downton  Parfon  oiWenmore. 
1701.  [  G  ]  El  E  AN  OR  Pedle  was  profecuted  in 
the  Exchequer  for  fixiall  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of 
yo/epb  Wren  Parfon  of  Somerton. 

[  H  ]  Matthew  Bendall  was  profe- 
cuted in  the  Exchequer  for  fiiiall  Tithes  and 
Offerings,  at  the  Suit  oi  William  Kidley  Parfon 
oi  ^een-XHamel. 

[  I  ]     John   Cowling  of  Stanton-Drew 

was 


And  on  the  loth  o{  September  1702,  he  had  taken 
from  him  on  a  Demand  for  Arrears  upon  the  faid 
Execution^  five  Cows  and  80  Sheep,  valued  by  the 
Neighbours  at  Thirty  Six  Pounds.  So  that  for  an 
Original  Demand  of  about  1 8/.  for  Tithes,  they 
took  to  the  Value  ot  Ninety  One  Pounds. 

[  F  ]  Gabriel  Ballett^  tho  ^  po6r  Man,  was 
fent  to  Goal  at  this  Parfon*s  Suit  for  a  Demand  of 
9 J.  per  Annum^  for  Ten  Years  Eafter  Offerings. 

[  G  ]  Eleanor  Pedle  yfdis  committed  to  Ilcbejier 
Goal  on  znAUachment^  the  30th  of  the  Month 
call*d  January  1701,  and  continued  a  Prifoner 
above  Two  Years  for  a  Demand  of  about  Twenty 
Shillings  for  Tithes,  which  the  Parfon  afterwards 
took  by  Juftices  Warrant. 

[  H  ]  Matthew  Bendall  was  committed  to 
llchejler  Goal  for  a  Demand  of  about  Five  Shillings 
for  Tithes,  Eggs  and  Eafter  Offerings. 

[  I  ]  John  Cowling  was  committed  to  llchejler 
Qoalon  the  14th  of  the  Month  caird  April  1702, 
and  removM  by  Habeas  Corpus  to  the  Exchequer 

Bar 
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W9S  profecuted  m  the  Excbepter  for  Tithes,  at 
the  Suit  of  John  Seltick  ImpK^iaJor. 

Marmadure  Coate  of  Hambridge  was    1702. 
profecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for  Thhes,  at  the 
Suit  of  Robert  Banbury  Impropriator. 

Edith  Place  of  Hambn^fge  was  proiecu- 
tcd  in  the  Exchequer,  at  the  Suit  of  Uic  laid 
Robert  Banbury  ImtM-opriator. 
.    JoANE  Scott  of  fliamir/i^tf  was  proi«iited 
in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithei 

[  K  ]  William  Coate  of  Grinton  was 
proiecuted  in  die  Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at  the 
Suit  of  Parfon  Beavan. 

[  L  ]    William  Coate  was  again  profe-    1703. 
cuted  in  the  Exchequer ,  at  the  Suit  of  the  afore- 
£a\A.  7 AT&m. Beavan. 

[  M  ]■  Giles  Ithell  of  Brijlington  was 
profecuted  in  the  Exchequer  ibr  Tithes,  at  the 
Suit  of  Alexander  Popbam  Impropriator. 

P  2  WlL- 


Bar  the  18th  of  iVowmitr  following,  and  commit- 
ted to  the  H«/  :  He  was  difcharged  thence  on  the 
6th  ol  February  170^-,  the  Court  taking  the  Bill 
againfthimprofow/^.  TheTithes  wereprov'd  by 
one  Wimefs  on  a  Commiflion  of  Enquiry  to  be  9/. 
91.  3d.  and  the  Plaintiff's  Bill  of  Cofts  was  taxed 
at  35/.  lOJ. 

t  K  ]  if^fUiam  Coate  was  committed  to  Prifon, 
but  difcharged  fomc  Time  after  by  an  ASt  of 
Grace. 

[  L  ]  JV.  Coate  was  returned  Non  eft  Inventus, 
altho'  publickly  at  Home.  The  FallHood  of  which 
return  bcingdifcovered,  the  Profecution  wasdropt. 

[  M  ]  TheTithes  decreed  by  chcCourtagainft 
Itbellciim  to  8/.  15J.  3d. 


1 08  Somerfetjhire. 

1703.        [  N  ]     William  Tilly  oi  Mudford  Vf2i% 
profecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at  the; 
Suit  of  Robert  Smith  Impropriator. 
[  O  ]    Richard  Broom  was  profecuted 

in 


[  N  ]  William  Tilly  was  fucd  for  a  Demand  qf 
;tbout  2/.  Zs.per  Annum  for  Two  Years,  altho*  i/, 
4i.  per  Annum  had  been  the  cuftotnary  Payment. 
On  the  17th  oiOStober  1702,  he  was  ferv'd  with  ah 
Attachment  out  of  the  Exchequer^  as  he  was  at 
Sberbum  Market  in  the  County  of  JDorfet^  and  kept 
Prifoner  at  the  Goalcr*sHoufetbcrpthref  Weeks  and 
fix  Days,  and  afterwards  committed  toZ)flr/^/Goal, 
about  the  14th  Day  of  November  1702,  and  on  the 
tpth  of  the  fame  was  difcharg*d.  After  which, 
upon  an  Attachment  in  Trinity-Termy  he  was  taken 
up  and  carried  toward  Ilchejier  Prifon,  but  the 
Bailiffs  difmift  him  by  the  Way,  and^ent  Home 
to  his  Houfe,  and  took  a  Yoke  of  Oxen  which 
coft  him  Ten  Pounds,  threatning  to  come  and  take 

fnore. 

On  the  2d  Day  of  the  Month  cali'd  February 
1704,  he  was  again  taken  up  on  an  Atfachment^  and 
committed  to Scbeffer  Goal,  where  he  remained  Pri- 
foner about  two  Years,  and  had  taken  from  him  by 
SequeJlrationTv/tlvc  Bullocks  and  Eight  Weaned 
Calves  worth  Forty  Five  Pounds.  They  alfo  feiz- 
cd  his  pafture  Land,  to  feed  theaforefaia  Bullocks 
and  Calves,  and  an  Horfe,  or  Horfes,  many  Weeks, 
in  the  beft  Part  of  the  Year  for  Grafs,  which  was 
worth  Five  Pounds,  befide  the  Yoke  of  Oxen  afore- 
mentioned ;  the  whole  amounting  to  Sixty  Pounds, 
whereas  the  Tithes  demanded  by  the  Profccutor 
were  not  above  the  Value  of  7/.  4;.  for  Six  Years. 

[  O  ]  The  Demand  on  Broom  was  lefs  than 
Three  Pounds  for  Tithes ;  He  ^as  Imprifon'd  in 
Jlchrjler  Goal, 
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in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of 
John  Jeans  Tithe-farmer  under  the  Parfon  of 
Creech^ 

Edward  Pole  junior  of  Whelfcomb  was 
profcputed  in  the  Exchequer  ^QV  jl,  2s.  6d.  for 
Tithes,  at  the  Suit  oi  Edward  (follings  Parfon 
of  the  faid  Parifh. 

[  P  ]  William  Ball,  oi  Downing  near 
firijiol^  was  profecuted  at  Common  Law  for 
Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  ^/7//tf/7i  Player  Renter 
of  the  Impropriation. 

[  Q  ]    Samuel   Clothier   of   Shipton-    J704. 
M^ll^tt  was  prof?qited  in  the  Exchequer  for 

Tithes 

[  P  ]  William  Ball  was  arrefted  in  September 
1703,  in  an  Action  at  common  Law  for  Forty 
Pounds:  The  Plaintiff dccIarM  for  33/.  6^.  id. 
altho*  the  real  Value  was  not  above  25/.  for  five 
Years  Tithes  of  Hay  and  Corn.  The  Declaration 
fet  forth  Ninety  Acres  of  Meadow  and  Eighty 
Acres  of  Corn  each  Year,  when  the  faid  William 
Ball  had^not  in  PoiTefllon  the  Sixth  Part  of  that 
Quantity  :  Yet  an  Execution  was  obtained  for  100/. 
on  Account  of  Treble  Damages.  By  Virtue  of 
which,  on  the  25th  of  the  Month  call*d  Ma'j  1 704, 
the  Plaintiff's  Lawyer  and  a  Bayliff  came  and  fciz- 
ed,  and  drove  away,  four  Cows  and  a  Calf,  four 
Oxen  and  one  Qelding,  worth  Forty  Pounds.  And 
on  the  nth  of  the  Month  called  June  following, 
came  the  BayljfFand  drove  away  nine  Cows  and 
two  Oxen  more,  worth  upwards  of  Forty  Pounds : 
In  all  to  the  Value  of  Eighty  Pounds. 

[  Q^]  After  fome  time  the  Parfon  dropt  his 
Suit  in  the  Exchequer^  and  proceeded  by  Juftices 
Warrant,  before  whom  he  proved  Five  Shillings 
for  Tithes. 
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Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  John  tfbiteband  Parfon 
ofthat  Parifli. 

[  R  ]  Robert  Makers  of  Shtpton-MaU 
lett  was  profecuted  in  the  Exchequer^  at  the 
Suit  of  the  aforefaid  Parfon  John  Whiteband. 

John  Hopkins  of  Ilcbefter  was  profecuted 
in  the  Ecclefiafticat  Court  for  Three  Pence  de- 
inanded  for  a  Church-Rate  (fo  called.) 

[  S  ]    William  CoaTe.  of  Grinton  was 
)rofecuted  in  the  Excbequer  for  Tithe,  at  the 
)uit  of  Barbara  Beavan  Widow  of  the  late 
Redlor  of  that  Parifh. 

John  Hearn  of  Creecb  was  profecuted  in 
the  Excbequer  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  Robert 
Bobbett  and  Reginald  Ttaylor  Tithe-farmers ; 
and  committed  to  Prifpn. 

William  Tilly  of  Mudford  was  profecu- 
ted in  the  Excbequer  for  Tithes  of  about  zl.  %s. 
Value,  at  the  Suit  of  Robert  Jlford. 
J70C.  [  T  1  Richard  Hipsley  of  Cburcb-Ull 
was  proiecuted  in  the  Excbequer  for  Tithes,  at 
the  Suit  of  yobn  Cobb  Tithe-Armer  under  the 
Dean  and  Cbapter  of  BriJloL 

James 


rf*i 


[  R  ]  The  Parfon,-  after  feme  time.  Jet  fall 
his  Suit  in  the  Exchequer^  being  but  for  Eight  Shil- 
lings Tithe,  and  got  a  Warrant  from  the  Jufticcs, 
by  which  he  took  an  Heifer  worth  Two  Pounds 
Ten  Shillings. 

[  S  1  The  Demand  on  IVtUiam  Coate  wa^  for 
fixteen  I  ears  Tithe  of  15  Acres  of  Land^  at  i2d. 
per  Acre.  He  was  committed  to  Ilcbefter  Goal  in 
September  1705. 

[  T  ]  The  Demand  on  Hipfley  was  afterward 
taken  by  Jufticcs  Warrant. 
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James  Wear  was  profecuted  and  impri-    1705. 
fon'd  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  Richard  Davis 
Renter  of  the  Impropriation  of  Clevedw. 

£  U  3  Peter  Priest  of  TJW/ was  profe- 
cuted in  the  Exchequer  i(x  Tithes,  at  the  Suit 
of  Smart  Goodewugh  Impropriator  ofPitmn/ier 
and  *TrulL 

[  W  ]  Arthur  Thomas,  William 
WiLMOT,  Thomas  Davis,  John  Whiting 
and  James  Webb,  all  of  the  Pariih  of  Teuton^ 
were  profecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes, 
at  the  Suit  of  Arthur  Mattock  of  Wells  Impro- 
priator. 

Edward 


[  U  ]  Peter  Prieft^  Carrier  from  Taunton  to 
London^  was  fucd  for  four  Years  Tithe,  valued  ac 
about  4/.  per  Jrinuniy  upon  a  Commiffion  of  En- 
cjuiry  ;  and  profecuted  to  a  Decree ;  for  not  pay- 
ing the  fame  with  Cofts,  was  proceeded  againn:  to 
a  Sequejiration  ;  by  which  he  had  fourteen  Horfea 
feized  at  their  Inn  in  Stanes^  worth  One  Hundred 
and  Forty  Pounds,  and  the  Innkeeper  was  obliged 
for  their  forth  coming,  before  they  were  fufFcred 
to  proceed  on  their  Journey. 

[  W  ]  The  Value  of  the  Tithes  claimed  was, 
of  nomas  about  3/.  14 J.  o^fVilmott  about  5/.  is. 
of  Davis  about  i8i.  ot  fVbiting  about  35.  4^.  and 
of  IVebb  about  9/,  i  o;. 

The  (liid  Arthur  Thomas  was  committed  to  Pri- 
fon  at  Ilcbefter  on  the  21ft  of  the  Month  call'd  July 
1705,  and  yet  the  Commiffion  was  fome  time 
after  returnM  Non  eft  inventus ^  in  order  to  proceed 
to  a  Stqueftration,  Upon  which,  a  Motion  being 
made  againft  chq  faid  falfe  Return,  tQ  Hop  Pro- 
ceedings 


[  X  ]  Edward  Poti:  o(  JVivclJcdmb  waS 
profecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for  Titne$,  at  th6 
Suit  of  Edward  Burton  Pricft. 

[  Y  ]  Francis  Brain  oiWivelfcomh  was 
profecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at  the 
Suit  of  the  aforeiaid  Edward  Burton  Pricft. 

[  Z  ]  William  Tilly  of  Mudjord  was 
profecuted  in  the  Common  Pkas  for  Tithes,  at 
the  Suit  of  yacob  Gafcoin  Tithe-farmer  att 
Beer  backet  in  Devon/hire. 

Edward 
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ceedings,  it  was  not  allowed  of ;  fo  that  the  faid 
Arthur  was  obligM  to  pay  Cofts  of  Suit,  to  be  ad- 
mitted to  anfwer.  And  when  he  had  fet  forth  in 
his  Anfwer,  That  there  were  no  Tithes  demanda- 
ble  from  him  by  the  faid  Mattociy  the  PlaintiflF 
would  not  abide  by  the  faid  Anfwer^  but  took  oi^t 
a  Commilfion  of  Enquiry  in  order  to  proceed  fur- 
ther, but  did  not  execute  it.  Neverthclefe,  in  tht 
Month  called  July  1708,  he  revived  his  Bill  a- 
gainft  the  faid  Arthur  Thomas^  nomas  Davisj  Jobh 
IVbiting  and  JVtlliam  fVilmott^  and  added  Lydia 
Thomas  Widow,  Mother  of  the  faid  Arthur  Tho- 
mas^ who  Was  not  in  the  former  Dill,  arid  pro- 
ceeded afrelh  againft  them, 

[  X  ]  Edward  Poky  was  arrefted  on  an  yf//jri&- 
mentj  but,  ^  few  Hours  after,  the  Baylrflrdifcharg*d 
him,  anddiftrain'd  Two  Fat  Beads  of  his,  worth 
about  Fifteen  Pounds. 

[  Y  ]  Francis  Brain  for  a  Demand  of  4I.  5s. 
od.  for  Tithes  had  taken  from  him  21  Sheep  worth 
Eleven  Founds,    and  was  a  long  tinfie  Prifoncr. 

[  Z  ]  fTtlliam  Ttlly,  for  one  Years  Tkhes  of 
of  an  Ettate  of  10/.  per  Annum^  Paflure  Land^ 
valutd  by  the  Profccucor  at  20/,  (tho*  the  ufu^l 

Rate 


f  A  ]    Edward  Watts  of  Taunton  was    1707^ 
piofecuted  in  lA^Ecclefia/iical Court ioxTixhts, 
It  the  Suit  of  tbomas  Hafel  Impropriator,    or 
Tithe-former. 

£  B  ]  ArthurGundry,  ThomasMar- 
MARD,  John  Stower  and  Alice  Gundry, 
were  profccutcd  in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at 
die  Suit  otf/metby  Redman  Parfon  of  Street. 

[  C  ]    Robert  Bantoh,  John  Bull  and    iflt^] 
Robert  Gee,  of  Len^-jSirffOT,  were  profecuwd 
in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of 
Cbrijlo^WejierdaL 

(^  ^fiWARQ 


Race  fortnerlr  paid  was  biit  lOf.  per  Annum)  wai 
arrcfted  and  commicted  totbe  County  Goal  on  the 
14th  of  the  Month  call'd  February  1706:  The 
Profecutor  obtain'd  an  Exeeutim^  by  which  thd 
faid  7i//]f  had  uken  from  him  in  the  beginning  of  the 
Year  1708,  Seven  Milch  Kine  worth  Twenty  Six 
Pounds,  forno  more  than  i/.  Original  Demand. 

(  A  ]  Edward  H^atts,  for  a  Demand  Of  abouC 
3/.  for  two  Years  Tithes,  was  Excommunicated ; 
but  his  Imprifonmenc  was  prevented  by  the  Death 
of  the  Profecutor. 

[  B  ]  Attacbnenti  were  ilTued  againft  thefe 
Four,  and  the  (aid  Alice  Gundry  was  taken  up  and 
committed  to  Ilebejier  Goal  in  Olloher  1708,  but 
was  difcharg'd  by  an  Aft  of  Grace  in  1709,  by 
which  A£t  the  Frocefs  againft  the  other  Three  was 
alfo  made  void, 

[  C  ]  ThefcThree  wcrefuedinthe£«ify«rt-, 
Docwithllanding  the  Profecutor  Yearly  proceeded 
againft  them  by  Juftlcn  Warrant  alfo, 
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1709.  [  I^  ]  Edward  Perris  of  Long^Sutfon 
was  profecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at 
the  Suit  of  the  faid  Cbrijlopher  JVeJlerdaL 

John  Gillett  and  Gabriel  Richards, 
of  Long-Suttoftj  were  profecuted  in  the  £x- 
cheguer. 

[  E  ]  Arthur  GuNDRY,  Thomas  Mar- 
r  NAKD,  John  Stower,  Alice  Guwdry  Wi- 
dow, James  Clothier,  Edward  Stower 
and  Jonathan  Tucker,  were  pofecuted  in 
the  Exchequer,  at  the  Suit  of  7'imotby  Redman 
Parfon  of  Street. 

[  F  ]  Arthur  Thomas  and  William 
WiLMOTT,  of  the  Parifhof  Teatoriy  were  ^vok-- 
0itcd  in  the  Eccle/taJiicalCourty  at  the  Suit  of 
Arthur  Mattocks  Prieft  and  Impropriator, 

17 10.  Marmaduke  Coat,  Edith  Place  and 
Samuel  Brookman,  were  profecuted  in  the 

Exchequer 


[  D  ]  Edward  Perris  was  imprifon'd  on  an 
jtltachment. 

[  E  ]  John  Stower  and  Edward  Stower  died 
foon  after  the  Profecution  began  :  Attachments  were 
iffiied  againft  the  other  Five,  three  of  whom,  name- 
ly, Arthur  Gundrj^  James  Clothier  and  Thomas 
Marnardj  were  taken  up  and  committed  to  Prifon  : 
The  Demand  on  Clothier  was  20/.  6s.  gi.  for  twenty 
five  Years  Tithes,  and  on  Arthur  Gundry  3/.  131. 
3^/.  for  Ten  Years  Tithe,  and  los.  for  a  Mortu- 
ary on  the  Death  of  his  Aunt. 

[  F  ]  fVilliam  fyilmott  was  Excommunicated, 
^nd  committed  to  Ilchejier  Goal  on  a  Writ  de  Ex- 
communicatd  capiendo^  and  continued  a  Prifoner  till 
the  Month  called  June  17 14. 


Somerfetjbire.  1 1 5 

Excbeguer,    at  the  Suit  of  Parfon  French  of 
Xlmnfier. 

Edward  Hopkins  was  profccuted  in  the 
"Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  Samuel 
Broaamead  Parlbn  of  Pawlett  near  Bridg- 
water. 

[  G  ]  John  Peddle  of  Muchelm  was 
profccuted  in  the  fiwArytfcr  for  Tithes  of  about 
4/.  Value,  at  the  Suit  of  Jofeph  Browning 
Tithe-fermer. 

[  H  ]    Francis  Braine   of  Wivelfcomb    lyn, 
was  profccuted  in  the  Exchequer  for  a  Demand 
of  about  5/.  for  finall  Tithes,    at  the  Suit  of 
Edward  Burton  Prieft. 

Edward  Pole  of  fViiielfcomh  was  profe- 
cuted  in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit 
of  the  laid  Parfon  Burton. 

[  I  ]    William  Coate  of  Grinton  vi^%    I7"» 
profccuted  in  the  Exchequer^  at  the  Suit  of 
Barbara  Beavan,  Executrix  to  the  Rector  of 
Grinton. 

[  K  ]    Charles  Bewsey  and  his  Wife 
0^2  were 


[  G  ]  Jebn  Peddle  wu  Prifoncr  a  connderable 
Time.    • 

[  H .  ]  Francis  Sraine  was  committed  to  II- 
cbyier  Goal  on  the  20th  of  the  Month  called  Jpril 
1712,  and  died  a  Prifoncr  fomc  Tears  after. 

[  I  ]  fVtlliamCeate  vnscammwxAiQ  Ilcbefier 
Goal  in  December  1 7 13. 

[  K  ]   Ciar&jiw^,  fora  Demandof  7/.  loj. 

Was  Brft  taken  up  on  an  Attachment  in  November 

1712.    In  September  1713,  he  and  his  Wife  were 

cotev- 


$  Sotmrfetjhire. 

vrere  profecutcd  in  the  Exchequer ^    tt  the  Suit 
of  Hugh  Lambert  Paribn  of  Mudford. 

William  Tilly  was  profeqitcd  in  the  Ex^ 
chequer  for  a  Demand  of  3/.  per  Annum  for 
Eight  Years  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  the  &]d 
Hugh  Lambert  Vicar  of  Mudford. 
J3»  [  ^  3  George  Besgrove  of  Muchelny 
was  proiecut^  in  the  Ecckfidfiical  Court  fqr 
finall  Tithes,  at  the  ^uit  of  T})omai  CoQkJley^ 
Tithe-fermer. 

Katharine 


committed  to  Prifon,  and  kept  clofe  Prifoners  from 
riieir  Family  of  Seven  Children  ;  and  in  the  Month 
caird  Januarj  following,  were  brought  up  to  Lon- 
don^ and  then  had  Liberty  giv^n  them  till  the  next 
^erm.  On  the  15th  of  the  Month  call'd  Ji^ne  1714^ 
they  were  again  brought  up  to  the  Exchequer  Bar, 
and  committed  to  the  Fleet  Prifon.  In  the  Month 
calPd  April  17 17,  his  Goods  were  feized  to  the 
Value  of  Nine  Pounds  Fifteen  Shillings,  alfo  his 
Freehold  Eftate  worth  about  Thirty  Pounds  per 
/Innumy  which  with  the  Fruit  the  firft  Year  wa« 
worth  Thirty  Six  Pounds :  Alfo  another  Eftate  of 
upwards  of  Twenty  Pounds  per  Annum  kept  two 
Years,  Forty  Pounds,  So  that  he  had  taken  from 
him  in  all  to  the  Value  of  Eighty  Five  Pounds 
Fifteen  Shillings,  fbefide  his  fuffering  Imprifon- 
ment  above  Five  Years)  for  an  Original  Demand 

of  7/.  105. 

[  L  ]  The  Demand  on  Befgrove  was  1/.  is. 
€d.  per  Annum^  for  4  or  5  Years  fmall  Tithes: 
He  was  committed  to  Ilchefter  Goal,  by  a  Wrrt 
de  Excommunicato  capiendo^  in  December  1 7 1 3 ,  bu  t , 
iipon  a  Motion  at  the  ^leen's  Bench  Bar,  was 
clifcharg*d  in  the  Month  caird  June  1 7 1 4. 
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Katb AKiNE  Jewell  of  Gii^onhuryWidaw 
vraiprofecuted  in  the  BccUJu^cal  Court  for  a 
Church-Rate  (fo  caUed.) 

£  M  J    Samuel  Bownas    of  Umir^an    1714. 
^ras  prqKctUed  in  the  ^cckfiaftkal  Court  for 
Tithes,  at  die  Suit  oi  William  Ray  Clerk. 

'  Thomas  Browning  oSLimingten  way  pror 
iecuted  in  the  Exchequer  &x  Titiws,  at  the  Suit 
of  William  iZ^jraforelaid. 

[  N  ]    Wii,LiAM  Tilly  was  [ffo&cuted    17 15. 
in  the  Exchejuier  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of 
Jlt^b  Lambert  Parfon  of  Mu^ord. 

[  O  ]  Philip  Watts,  William  CoATE,    1717- 
JoHN  Clark,    and  Richard  Cooper,    of 
jGrintioti  were  prpiccuted  in  the  Ecclejifijlic^ 
Court  for  a  Church-Rate  {{a  called)  at  the  Suit 
oi  Daniel  Pople  Warden. 

r  P  1    Jambs   Clothiek  of  Street  near    1725. 
CU^imSitry^  was  pro&cDtcd  in  the  EccUJiafti- 
ctd  Courts  for  a  Demand  of  25/.  for  Tithes^  ta 
the  Naine  of  Councellor  Pratt ^ 

JOHII 

[  M  ]  Samuel  BowMai  was  committed  to  Ilcbtr 
Jlfr  Goal  on  the  15th  of  the  Month  call'd7»/]r 
1714. 

{NT  William  ftlly  was  brought  up  to  Leu- 
doH,  and  committed  to  the  Plett  Prlfon  on  the  24th 
of  the  Month  call'd  April  17 16,  and  continued  titl 
the  i2th  of  OSiober  following. 

[  O  1  Philip  Walts  and  Jcbn  Clark  were  coni- 
mitced  to  Prifon,  by  a  y^m  de  Excommunicato  ca- 
piendot  on  or  about  the  igth  of  O^cAfr  1719, 

[  P  ]  The  Proceedings  againft  Clothier  were 
put  a  Stop  to  by  the  Counccllor's  Order,  upon  Ap- 
plication CO  him. 
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1726.  [  Qj]  John  Hucker  was  profccuted  in 
the  Ecck/la^iial  Court  for  TilhtSj  in  the  Name 
of  the  £iid  Councellor  Pratt. 

lyzS.  William  Squire  was  profecuted  in  the 
EcclefiaJlicalCourt  ior  a  Church-Rate  (fo  called) 
at  the  &iit  of  Sihoejier  Penny  and  Jthn  Down 
of  Glafimbury  Wardens. 

1730.  {  ^  ]  Samuel  Tully  and  Mary  his 
Wife,  Hannah  Pincker,  John  Hipsley 
and  John  Corbin,  were  profecuted  in  the  J5x- 
chequer  for  finall  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  oi  William 
Arts  Vicar  of  Kainjham. 

[  S  ]  James  Player  of  Portujhead^  and 
William  Perris  oi  Kmwle  in  the  Parifh  of 
Long-Sutton^  with  Jane  his  Wife,  late  Jane 

AJ^ard^  were  profecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for 

Tithes, 

[  Q.]  '^^  Proceeding  againft  Hucker  was 
ftopt  in  the  fame  manner^  by  Application  to  the 
Councellor,  and  the  Demand  or  254.  taken  by 
Jufticcs  Warrant. 

•  [  R  ]  The  Eftates,  whifch  thcfe  Perfons  occu- 
pied,  being  made  appear  to  be  Tithe-free,  the 
Vicar,  after  fome  Trouble  and  Charge  to  himfcif 
and  themj  dropt  the  Profecution. 

[  S  ]  The  Re6lor*s  Demand  on  Player  and 
Pirris  was  for  great  and  fmall  Tithes,  Eafter-Dues 
and  Offerings,  for  the  Years  1728,  1729,  and 
1730,  valued  by  him  at  25/.  12/.  lod.  but  upon 
the  Report  of  the  Deputy  Remembrancer^  to  whofc 
Enquiry  the  Cafe  was  committed,  the  Court  de- 
creed ^ames  Player  to  pay,  L.  S.  D. 
For  Eafter  Dues  and  Offerings,  1728,  018 
For  Tithe  of  Wheat,  Beans,  Peafe,  p 

Oats,  Barley,  Hay,  Sheep,  Lambs,  ^41^     if 

Calves  and  Cyder,  1729,  j. 

For 
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Tithes,    at  the  Smtoi  John  LoveUKc&m  of    1730. 
Fortujhead. 

WiL. 


L.  S.   D. 
For  Eafter  Dues  and  Offerings,  1729,    018 
For  Tithe  of  Wheat,  Barley,  Beans,  p 
Feafe,  Hay,  Sheep,  Lambs,  Calves  ^5  15    8 
and  Cyder,  1730,  ^  j 

For  Ea^er  Dues  and  Offerings,  1730,    018 

10  16    gf 
And  IViUiam  Ferris  to  pay. 
For  Eafter-Offerings,  1729,  o     i     8 

For  Tithe  of  Wheat,  Barley,  Beans,  J> 
Peafe,  Hay,  Sheep,  Lambs,  Calves,  >4  14    9 
and  Cyder,  1730,  j 

For  Eafter  Dues  and  Offerings,  1730,    o     i     8 


4  18 


Total     j^  14  1 07 
The  Plaintiff^s  firft  Bill  of  7  ^^    ^ 
Cofts  was  taxed  at  joo    o    o 

The   fubfequent  Bill    of^ 
Co^oniYit  Sequ€jiration^>^  19     9 
Taxed  at  ^ 

104  19    9 


The  Defendant's  Clerks  Bill  was      28  19    o 
They  took  from  James  Player  in  the 

Month  calM  June  1735, 
33  Wt.  of  Wool 
cachWt.  a  lib. 

J3o''shecp?'       ^Soldfori2o/.worthi4i  15    o 
7i  Lambs  and  I 
3  Fat  Sheep,     j 

170  14    o 
~S^ 


/ 


i««« 


1  ao  SomerfetJUrt. 

173 1.  (  T  ]  William  Squire  waft  pfofe&ated 
in  the  EccUjiafiicd  Court  for  Tithes,  by  Fr4a^ 
cis  Blakey  m  the  Name  of  Councelior  Pratt. 

[  U  1  William  WiLMOTT,  of  Clover^ 
bam  in  tne  P^irifh  of  Tea  ton ^  was  profecuted  in 
the  Kings  Bench  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of 
Rumney  Penroje  Paribn  and  Impropriatofi 

1732,  [W]  William  Frampton  of  y^x^/d^^ 
was  protecuted  in  the  Ecckfiajlical  Court  tor 
a  Demand  of  Eight  Shillinn  for  a  Church* 
Rate  (fo  called)  at  the  Suit  of  Richard  Martin 
and  James  Hall  Wardens. 

Grace 


So  that  for  a  Demand  of  25/.  lis.  lod.  fetled  at 
15/.  14s.  ^d.-^  the  Defendants  fuftained  170/.  14s. 
Damages,  befides  other  incident  Charges,  and  the 
Trouble  and  Expence  of  all  three  of  them  tra- 
velling above  200  Miles  on  account  of  putting  in 
their  Anfwers  at  London. 

N.  B.  Jane  Ferris  was  Mother  of  James  PlajeTp 
and  their  Affairs  fomewhat  intermixt  on  the  Eftate, 
when  the  Tithe  was  claimed. 

[  T  ]  The  Profecution  againft  fTtUiam  Squwo 
was  dropt  upon  Application  made  to  the  Coun- 
celior. 

[  U  ]  The  Profecution  againft  ^/imtf  was  on 
the  Statute  for  Treble  Damages :  The  Demand 
was  6/.  1 35. 4^.  for  five  Years  Tithes.  This  Suit 
continued  till  the  Death  of  the  Defendant^  which 
happened  in  OSiober  1736. 

[  W  ]  One  of  the  Profccutore  dying,  this  Suit 
dropt. 
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[  X  ]    Grace  Pole  aiid  Eeward  Pole    i734» 
of  IViveiJctttnb  were  prolecuted  in  the  Ex- 
<%»»•  fbt  Tithes,  attheSuitofEifaariJSar. 
/OT  Vicar  of  IViveijcomb. 


5o,   Stafford/hire. 

[  Y  ]  -T^HOMAS  SHIPLEY  of  I^/^    1700. 

I  was  profecuted  in  the  Ecckfiafti- 
cal  Court  tor  T'lthts,  at  the  Suit  of  Starling 
Wood  Tithc-&rmcr. 

Hugh  Ford  oi  Ford  Green  in  the  Parifli  of    1702. 
Norton  was  profccutcd  in  the  Ecclefiaflkal  Court 
for  a  Church-Rate  (fo  called)  and  Excommu- 
nicated. 

[  Z  3    John  Gratton,  Widow BoTHAM    1703. 
and  John  Blower  oiLeek^  were  profccuted  in 
the  Ecckjiajltcal  Court  for  EAfter-Reckonings, 
at  the  Suit  of  Thtmas  iValthall  Vicar  of  Leek. 

R  Thomas 


[  X  ]  The  Suit  againft  Grace  ToU  and  Zi- 
.  ward  Pole  is  y«t  depending. 

[  Y  ]  Tbcmai  Sb'iley,  for  a  Demand  of  about 
15J.  for  Tithe  of  Oats,  wasimprifon'd  at  Stafford^ 
on  zSignificavU  oMt of  xhe'EaleJiafiical  Court. 

f  Z  ]  ■  The  Vicar,  in  his  Liljtl  againft  Gratten., 
Botbam  and  Blower,  made  aClaim  of  Smoke-  penny, 
viz.  For  every  Mefluage  of  20/.. or  upwards,  i/. 
For  every.  Unmarried  Pcrfon  putting  up  Smokr, 
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1704.  [  ^  ]  Thomas  James  was  pnorccutcd  in 
the  EccUJiafiical  Court  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit 
oSTiemas  White  Vicar  of  Langdon. 

1707.  [  B  ]  JoH^Bi-bWERofirf^-Jwasproiecuted 
in  mtEcck/iaJifcal  Court  forEafter-Reckonings, 
at  the  Suit  of  'tbomai  Walthall  Vicar  of  Leek. 

1716.  [  C  ]  William  Ball  of  ChejierJUld  \ta.% 
profecuted  in  the  Ecclejiajiical  Court  for 
Tithes,  at  the  Suit  <£  Robert  Grace  Vicar  of 
Shenfion. 

1728.  Moses  Morris  was  profccuted  in  the  Eccle- 
Jiajiical  Court  for  4  M^niage  Fee. 

1732.  Allen  England  of  Tamwrth  was  profe- 
cuted  in  the  Common  Pleas  for  Tithes,  at  the 
Suit  ofThmas  Malin. 

3 1.  Sujblk, 

below  Stairs  or  above«  yd.  For  every  Married 
Perfon  putcing  up  Smoke,  ^d.  And  if  two  or 
-  three  dinerent  Perfons  or  Families,  under  the  fame 
Roof,  put  up  each  ^r  them  a  feveral  diftihft  Smoke, 
yd.  a  piece.  And  for  every  Boarder  or  Tabler  with- 
in the  faid  Farilb,  2d.  a  piece  to  be  paid  to  the  Par- 
fon.  But  the  Proceedings  of  the  Ecflejiaftkal  Court 
were  put  a  Stop  to  by  a  Prohibitiou  granted  out  of 
one  of  the  Courts  at  Wejlminfter. 

f--A  3  ^Tbomas  James  was  committed  to  Prifon 
ii^  Wkrrrant  from  two  Juftices,  grounded  on  a 
Ceriificate  out  of  the  Bifliop's  Court  at  Litchfield. 

[  B  ]  7ffifl  S/owfr  was  committed  to  Stafford 
GoaI  by  zyfntde  Excemmunicale  ta^ieudo,  on  the 
25th  of  the  Month  call'd  Aufftjl  1707,  and,  after 
about  nine  Months  Imprifonment,  was  difdiai^'d 
by  a  Sii^fedeas  in  the  Month  call'd  May  1708. 

[  C  y  'William  Ball  yfzs  committed  to  Prifon 
by  a  Warrant  from  two  Juftices,  grounded  on  a 
Certijicate  out  of  the  Efdeftajiicttl  Cmrt. 
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3i^  Suffolk. 


JOHN.  LAWRENCE  of  Boucb  was  proie-    1696: 
cuted  in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes,   at  the 
8uit  of  Thomas  Echard. Pdxfon  oi Bradford. 

[  D  ]  Thomas  HyMPH&EYS  of  Sudbury 
was  profeduted  in  the  EcclefiqfHcal  Court  for  a 
Church-Rate  (fo  called)  ztxhc^itoiBuckJione 
Underwood  ^vidi  Thomas  Danjdye  Wardens, 

[E]     Jonathan  Seaman  was  prbfecuted    ^697. 
in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  £^- 
ward  Broome  Parfbn  oiWoodbridge. 

John  Coe  was  profecuted  in  the  Exchequer 
at  the  Suit  of  the  laid  Edward  Broome.  . 

[  F  ]    John  Parker  of  Trimly  was  pro-    1698. 
fecuted  in  the  Ecckjiaftical  Court  for  Times, 
at  the  Suit  of  Richard  Howard  Prieft. 

R.2    .  Richard 


T*  D  }  T!bom(^  Humphre'js  was  Excothmunica* 
ted:  The  Demand  on  him  was  about  Three  Shil- 
lings. 

[  E  ]  Jonathan  Seaman^  for  a  Demand  of 
3/.  I  p.  6d.  for  Tithes,  was  committed  to  Ipfwicb 
Goal  about  the  8th  of  November  1 6gS. 

[  F  ]  The  Parfon's  Demand  on  John  Parker 
was  Twelve  Shillings  for  three  Years  Tithe.  He 
was  committed  to  Ipfwicb  Goal  by  a  Writ  de  £x- 
commumcato  capiendo  on  the  14th  of  the  Month 
call'd  7f//y  1698^  but  difcharged  by  a  Superfedcas 
about  five  Weeks  after. 
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1699.  Richard  White  was  profccuted  in  the 
Exchequer  for  finall  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of 
Charles  Gib/on  Parfon  oi  Mendlejham. 

Samuel  Kemble  of  fVoodbridge  Hajkiton 
was  profccuted  Ui  the  Exchequer^  for  a  Demand 
of  about  "^ss.'per  Annum  for  Three  Years 
Tithes,  ztthtSmtoiJohnPunchardVndi. 

Isaac  Lawrence  of  Sudbury  was  profccut- 
ed in  the  Ecckfiaftical  Court. 

lyoi,  Samuel  Parmitor  and  Robert  Salmon 
were  profccuted  in  the  Exchequer^  "at  the  Suit 
oi  John  Raymond  zti\nhxA  of  the  Parifti  of 
Belcham^Water  in  EJfex. 

[  G  ]  Thomas  Belsted  of  Trimly  was 
profccuted  in  the  Exchequer^  at  the  Suit  of 
Richard  Honoard  Parfon  of  T'rimly. 

John  Parker  was  profccuted  in  the  £x- 
chequerj  zt  the  Sait  of  Edward  Ruji  Parfon  of 
Walton. 

tyo2.  John  Piggott  of  Playfordwzs  profccuted 
in  the  Exchequer  for  Four  Pounds  demanded 
for  Tithes  ot  Herbage,  at  the  Suit  of  George 
Clark  Parfon  of  Tudenbam. 

1704.  The  Widow  Kenifield  was  profccuted  in 
the  Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  John 
Jeffery  plerk. 

1705.  [  H  ]    Elizabeth   Chapman    Widow, 
and  Robert  Brightwell  Miller  were  pro- 
fccuted 


[  G  ]  Thomas  Belfted  was  committed  to  Ipf- 
mch  Goal  in  the  Month  call'd  June  1702. 

[  H]  The  Parfon's  Demand  of  Brigbtivell 
ivas  ys.fer  Annum  for  three  Years,  for  the  Hill  on 

which 
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t    •> 


which  his  Mill  ftood :  His  Demand  on  the  Widow 
Chapman  was  iSs.per  4nnum  for  two  Years  Tithe 
of  her  Garden.  Brightwell  was  committed  to  Ipf- 
ivicb  Goal  on  the  8  th  of  O£fober  1705,  where,  after 
a  long  Confinement  he  was  taken  Tick ;  and  then, 
by  the  Coaler's  Procurement  with  the  Prieft:  his 
Adverfary,  was  fet  at  liberty  on  the  14th  of 
X)ecember  1706. 

[  I  ]  Jonathan  Seaman  was  profecuted  for 
T  ithes  of  Lopt  Wpqd  :  The  Parfon's  Demand  was 
Thirty  Shillings. 

[  K  ]  Hannah  Pearfon  was  a  poor  infirm  Wo- 
Qian,  who  could  neither  go  nor  ftand,  having 
been  lame  fcvcn  or  eight  Years, 
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iecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for  finall  Tithes,  at 
the  Suit  oi  Edward  Broome  Parfonof  Wood^ 
bridge. 

Sarah  Smith,  Dionysius  Smith  her  Son,    1708. 
and  John  Hawes  oitViverJion^  were  profecut* 
ed  in  the  Exchequer'^   for  about  Four.  Pounds 
demanded  for  Tithes,    at  the  Suit  d£  Francis 
Cookjedge  Prieft  of  Backton. 

[  I  ]    Jonathan  Seaman  of  fFooSrii^e    1709. 
wa§  profecuted  in  the  Eoffbequer  for  Tithes,  at 
the  Suit  of  £^w<?r^  ilxj/?  Parfbn  of  ^tf/r(?;i. 

[  K  1    Hannah  Pearson  was  profecuted    17 12. 
in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  Par- 
ion  Hood  of  Haverimbam. 

John  Clark  of  Mildenball  was  profeputed 
in  the  Ecciejiajiical  Court  for  a  Demand  of 
Five  Shillings  for  Marriage  Fees,  at  the  Suit  of 
John  Brinktey  Reader  (A  Bury ^  and  Excom- 
municated. 

Thomas 


\ 


^  I 


26  Suffolk. 

ri4.        [  L  ]'   Thomas  Free  was  profecutcd  in^ 
the  Exchequer  for  Tithes,    at  the  Suit  of  yobit 
Puncbdrd  Parfoh  oiHaJkiton  near  IVoo(Lend. 

ji^.       JoNATHA?!   Seaman,  and  his  Son,     andf\ 
Isaac  Lawrenqe,  were  profecuted  in  the  JBjc- 
cbequer  for  a  Mortuary  and  finall  Tithes,    at 
the  Suit  of  Edward  Broome  Parfon  of  fTood^ 
bridgi.  ; 

724*  [  M  J ,  ^ATH aniel  French  of  Milford 
was  profecuted  in  the  Exc'A^^^  for  Tithes  at 
the  Suit  of  James  yobnjbn  Prieft. 

[  N  ]  Jonathan  Seaman  was  profecu- 
ted for^Tithcs,  on  die  Statute  for  Treble  Da- 
mages. 

[  O  J  Thomas  Galloway  of  Hadley  was 
profecuted    in  the  Ecckjiajlical  Court  for  a 

Church 


[  L  ]  Thomas  Free  was  committed  to  Melton 
Goal  on  the  2 1  ft  of  the  Month  callM  April  17 14, 
and  from  thence  removed  by  Habeas  Corpus  to 
London^  and  committed  to  the  Fleet  Prifon  about 
the  Month  callM  May  17 15,  and  died  in  1722, 
having  been  a  Prifoner  to  the  JFleet  above  7  Years. 

[  M  ]  Nathaniel  French  had  nothing  Tithe- 
able,  but  a  fmall  Piece  of  feeding  Ground  of  about 
3/.  per  Annum  ;  yet  the  Parfon  threatned  to  impri- 
fonhim,  if  he  would  not  pay  him  a  Demand  of 
3  ys.  6d.  per  Annum. 

[  N  ]  Jonathan  Seaman^  for  Tithe  worth  but 
4/.  4J.  had  taken  from  him  Cattle  to  the  Value  of 
Twenty  Eight  Pounds. 

[  O  ]  "Thomas  Galloway  was  a  poor  Man  and 
had  five  Children,  and  the  Dcmana  for  which  he 
was  profecuted  but  is.  6d. 


Church-Rafe  (fo  called)  at  the  Suit  of  the  War- 
dens of  i£><%. 

[  P  ]    William  Groom  was  pio&ctited    1726. 
in  the  Excbejuir  for  Tithes,  'at  the  Suit  of 
JfilKimHuBtVuiSoacSJSJertm.  ■    ! 

[  Q.]    John  Scales  and  Caleb  Clawc    173  i. 
of  i^r-t^  were  profccuted  in  the  Eccl^iajiical  :  1  ^: 
Ccurt  tor  fihall  Tithes  and  EaftetTOfierin^  ■ 
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E  R  ]  TOSEPH  PEARCE  of  Croyjqn  was     1696. 

J    profecuted   in   the   Exchequer   for 

Tithes,  at  the  Suit  ofjobn  Harly  Impropriator. 

John 


[  P  ]  TheProfecuttonof^//(tfJBG/w»iceafcd 
in  a  ftiort  Time  by  the  Death  of  the  Profccutor. ' 

[  Q^ ]  The  Demand  on  Scdes  Was  for  a  Year's 
Tithe  of  a  Pightle,  the  Yearly  Rent  Whereof  was 
but  Ten  Shillings,  and  Two  Pence  for  One  Year's 
Eafter-OfFcrings.  And  the  Demand  on  Clark  was 
for  Eleven  Years  Eafter-OfFerings,  at  zd.  per  Att' 
»»»,  for  which.  Sentence  was  decreed  againfthim 
in  the  Ecclefiajlical  Court  i  but  on  a  Mqtion  tn  the 
Court  of  Common  Pleas,  a  Prohibition  was  obtain'd. 

[  R  1  Jofepb  Pearce  was  committed  to  the 
Mar/halfea  Prjfon  in  Soutbwark,  on  the  26th  -.of 
December  t6^6,  and  remained  Prifoner  till  the 
27ih  oi  the  Month  call'd  Jpril  1697,  when  he  was 
Tcmov'd  by  Habeas  Corpui' to  the  Extbequfr  Bar, 
andfctat  liberty. 
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John  Terrv  and  Thomas  Clark,  of  the 
Parifh  call'd  St.  Olavei  SouthOmrk^  wtre  profo- 
cutcd  in  the  Ecckfiajiical  Court  for  a  Church- 
Rate  (fo  called)  at  dhe  Suit  of  the  Wardens  of 
the  iaid  Pari(h. 

[  S  ]  Nathaniel  Owen  oiCoulfden  was 
proiccuted  in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at  the 
Suit  ofTjmotby  burner  Parfon  of  the  Parifh, 

[  T  ]  Robert  Belson  of  Frinley  was 
profecuted  in  the  Ecckfiaftical  Court  for  a 
Church-Rate  (fo  called)  at  the  Suit  of  Bernard 
Brown  Warden. 

[  U  ]  John  Gopsill  the  Elder,  and  Wil- 
liam TowNSENto,  of  the  Parifh  call'd  St. 
Olaves  Southwark^  were  profccutcd  in  the  £f- 

clejiaftical 


[  S  ]  Nathaniel  Owen^  for  three  Years  Tithe 
of  about  61  per  Annum^  had  taken  from  him  by 
Seqiuftration  on  the  23d  of  the  Month  called  May 
1699,      C.  jr.    lb.  L.    S.  D. 

10    o     14    of  Hops,  worth    43     2     o 
Befides  detaining  ot  Moneys  due  to  him,     346 

"^    6     6 


[  T  ]  R.  Belfon  was  committed  to  the  Mar- 
y6tf(/J/j  in  the  Month  call'd  June  i6g6^  on  a  Writ 
de  Excommunicato  capiendo j  for  srDemand  Qf  95. 4^. 
and  difcharg^d  thence  by  Superfedeas  about  Novem- 
ber 1698. 

[  U  ]  John  Gopftll  and  William  Townjend  were 
committed  to  the  Marjhatfea  Prifon,  by  a  Writ  de 
Excommunicato  capiehdo^  on  the  7th  of  the  Month 
caird  June  1699,  and  continued  Prifoners  about 
two  Years, 
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de/iafiical  Court  for  a  Church-Rate   (ib  called) 
at  the  Suit  of  the  Wardens  of  the  Parifh. 

James  Smith  oi Martin  was  profccuted  in     1699. 
the  Exchequer  for  Tithes  of  Land  in  Wimbletori^ 
at  the  Suit  of  George  Evans  Tithe-farmer. 

Samuel  West  was  profecuted  in  the  Ecclc" 

Jiajiical  Court  for  a  Demand   of  1 55.  2d.   for 

Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  John  Whittington  Farmer 

of  the  Tithes  of  the  Parilh  call'd  St.  Olaves 

Southwark.  . 

[  W  ]  John  Cole  of  the  Pariihi  of  Mit^ 
cham  was  profecuted  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of 
Matthew  Cookman  Impropriator. 

[  X  ]     Thomas  Wright  of  Capel  was     1700. 
profecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes. 

John  Green  oi  Kingjion  upon  Thames  was 
profecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for  about  Six 
Years  Tithes  at  los.per  Amium^  at  the  Suit 
of  Gideon  Harding  Pricft  of  Kingjion. 

William  Bingley  was  profecuted  by 
Charles  Moore  Parfon  of  Warpledon  for  Tithes 
of  Land  there. 

S  John 


[  W  ]  John  Cole  was  imprifon'd  in  the  Mar- 
Jhalfea^  for  a  Demand  of  4/.  19J.  for  Tithes. 

[  X  ]  Thomas  TVright^  for  a  DL'mand  of  goj, 
lor  three  Years  Tithe  tor  the  Years  1689,  1690, 
and  1 69 J,  the  laft  of  them  Nine  Years  paft,  was 
committed  to  the  Marjhalfea  FrKon  on  an  Jltach- 
mentj  on  the22d  of  OSlober  ijooy  and  continued 
fcveral  Years. 
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701.  [  Y  ]  John  Dodson  of  the  Parifti  caird 
St.  Mary  Magdalen's  Bermondjey  Southwark^ 
was  profecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at 
at  the  Suit  of  Stephen  Heath  Parfon  of  the 
Parifh. 

John  Saunders  and  William  Hopkins, 
of  George's  Parifh  in  Southwark^  were  profecut- 
ed in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of 
Richard  Hooke  Parfon  of  that  Parifh, 

702.  [  Z  ]  Thomas  Beck,  Abel  Cole  and 
John  Lamb,  oi Croydon^  were  profecuted  in  the. 
Ecckjiafiical  Courts  at  the  Suit  of  the  Wardens 
of  the  Parifh  for  a  Church-Rate  (fo  called.) 

John  Wilkins  of  Sutton  was  profecuted 
in  thz  Ecckfiajiical  Court  for  31.  4^.  demanded 
for  a  Church-Rate  (fo  called)  at  the  Suit  of  the 
Wardens  of  the  Parifh. 

Ambrose  Rigg  ofRyegate  was  profecuted  ia 
tht  Exchequer  for  los.  per  Annum  for  five 
Years  Tithds,  at  the  Suit  of  Andrew  Cranftone 
Vicar  of  Rygate. 
1703.  James  Braithwait  was  profecuted  in  the 
Exchequer  for  a  Pound-Rate  in  Lieu  of  Tithes, 
at  the  Suit  of  John  Hazlewood  Parfon  of  the 
Parifh  of  St.  O laves  in  Southwark. 

Edward  Box  of  Oakley  was  profecuted  in 
the  Exchequer  for  Tithes  of  about  Five  Pounds 

Value, 


[  Y  ]    7-  ^odfon  was  committed  to  the  Fleets 

and  was  Prifoner  arbout  fix  Months.  S.  Z). 

[  Z  ]     The  Demand  on  Cole  was  o    6 

On  Lamb^  i     o 

OnBeck^  6    3 
They  were  Excommunicated. 
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Vtlue,  at  the  Suit  of  William  Butler  and  Con- 
Jlaik  Tithe-farmers. 

[   A    ]     Resta    Patching,     Thomas     1704, 
Slabkes  and  Henry  Snelling,  of  Darking, 
were  profecuted  in  the  EccUfiaJlical  Court  for  a 
Church-Ratc  (fo  called) 

[  B  ]  Robert  Pate  and  John  Sanders 
were  profecuted  in  tBP  Exchequer  for  Tithes, 
at  the  Suit  oi  Richard  Hooke  Parfbn  of  George's 
Panfh  in  Southwark. 

Ambrose  Rigg  of  jRy^^^/^  was  profecuted  in 
the  Ecclefiaftical  Court  for  js.  3//.  demanded  for 
a  Church-Rate  {{6  called)  at  the  Suit  of  ^Thomas 
Cud/Hen  Warden. 

i  C  ]  Thomas  Life,  John  Curle  and 
James  Hayley,  of  the  Parifti  of  Mary  Mag-- 
dalen  Bermondfey  in  Southwark^  were  profecuted 
in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of 
Stephen  Heath  Parfon  of  the  Parifh. 

[  D  ]    Stephen  Chamberlain  of  LaM-     1705^ 
ieth  was  profecuted  in  the  Ecclejiajlical  Courts 
for  a  Church-Rate  (fo  called.) 

S  2  Tho- 


[  A  ]  The  Demand  on  Slarkes  was  five  Shil- 
lings, and  on  Patching  fcven  Shillings :  They  were 
all  three  profecuted  to  an  Excommunication. 

[  B  ]  They  were  imprifon*d  on  an  Attachment 
in  the  Marjhalfea^  and  Robert  Pate  continued  Pri- 
foner  till  1708. 

[  C  ]  Life^  Curie  and  Hayley  were  profecuted 
for  Tithe  of  their  dwelling  Houfcs :  They  were 
Prifoncrs  about  three  Months,  and  were  put  to 
above  One  Hundred  Pounds  Charge. 

[  D  ]  Stephen  Chamberlain  was  Excommuni* 
cated  for  a  Pcmand  of  Four  Ptncc, 
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1706.  Thomas  Johnson  and  Elizabeth  Har- 
rison Widow,  of  George's  Parifh  in  SoutJjnvarky 
were  profecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes, 
at  the  Suit  of  Richard  Hooke  Parfon  of  the  faid 
PariOi- 

170S.  [  E  ]  Fkancis  HoLDERNESs  of  P^t:yJ/&^;)!j 
was  profecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at 
the  Suit  oi Anthony  BoWyer  Efq; 

171 1.  [  F  ]  Resta  Patching  of  Darkingvj^s 
profecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at  the 
Suit  of  Henry  Lodge  Parfon  of  that  Parifh. 

17 12.  Joseph  Gilby  of  Fren/om  was  profecuted  in 
xht  Ecckfiajiical  Court  for  Two  Shillings  de- 
manded for  a  Church-Rate  (fo  called)  at  the 
Suit  of  the  Wardens  of  the  Parifli  of  Frcnjbtn. 

17 13.  .  [  G  ]  Isaac  Thompson  of  Rycgate  was 
profecuted  in  the  EccleJLiilical  Courts  at  the 
Suit  of  John  Bird  Parfon  of  the  Parifh,  for 
Marriage  Fees. 

.  JoKN  Stroud  oi  Ryegate  was  profecuted  in 
the  Ecclejiaftical  Courts  at  the  Suit  of  the  faid 
^obn  Bird  Parfon  of  the  Parifh,  for  a  MaiTiagc 
pee. 

Henry 


[  F  ]  Francis  Holdernefs  was  imprifon'd  for 
aboji  Lwo  S. linings  demanded  for  Tithe  of  Turnips. 

[  F  ]  Aicjr  the  Parfon  had  wearied  himfelf 
with  four  Years  Profccution  in  tht  Exchequer^  he 
dropt  his  Suit  there,  and  took  his  Tithe  by  Jufti- 
ces  Warrant.  ^ 

[  G  ]  The  Parfon*s  Demand  on  Tbor/.pfon  and 
Stroud  was  ten  Shillings  tor  a  Marriage  Fee,  but 
aPt;T  ;i  con fidcrable  Charge,  and  two  Hearings  ac 
JJo^lon  Commonsy  h?  dropt  his  Suit. 


Surry. 


133 


Hen&y Parker  of  Chidingfould  wasprofc-    17 14. 
cutcd  in  the  Court  of  Kings  Bencb  for  Tithc^^ 
at  the  Suit  of  Richard  Harris  Parfbn  of  C6f- 
dingfmld. 

yVi  ]  Thomas  Life  of  the  Paiifli  of 
Mary  Magdalen  Bermmdfey  in  Soutbwark  was 
profecuted  in  the  £x^iify«^  for  Tithes,  at  the 
Suit  oiStefben  Heath  Reftorpf  the  (aid  Pariflu 

Thomas  Greenfield  of  tjie  Parifti  of 
iWizr//«  was  profecu  ted  in  the  Ecclefiafiical  Court 
for  a  Church-Rate  (fo  called)  at  the  Suit  of  the 
Wardens  of  the  Panfh. 

Richard  WiNsoN  of  ff^an/ivorth  Gardener    1716, 
was  profecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for  Seven  Shil- 
lings demanded  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  7&- 
mas  Crofs  Tithe-farmer. 

Joseph  Stokes  of  Wanjhvortb  was  profecut-    I7I7« 
fed  in  Chancery y    by  the  Name  of  Jonathan 
Stokes y  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  q{ Samuel  Edgley 
Parfon  of  Wanjwortb. 

[  I  ]    Joseph  Johns  ofthePariflicjill'dSt    17 18, 
Saviours  in  Southwark  was  profecuted  in  the 
Ecclejiaftical  Court  for  Burying  Fees,    at  the 
iSuit  of  William  Cajh^    John  Watts^   Samuel 
Rujh  and  Roger  Peck  Wardens  of  the  Parifh. 

WlL^ 


[  H  ]  Thomas  Life  was  profecuted  for  a  De^ 
mand  ot  fi^e  Shillings  for  Tithe  of  his  dwelling 
Houfe. 

[  I  ]  Jofeph  Johns  was  profecuted  for  a  De- 
mand of  65.  id.  for  Burial  Fees  for  his  Wife  who 
died  in  that  Parifh,  but  was  not  buried  there : 
After  fevcral  Times  of  Appearance  at  the  Ecclefi- 

aftical 


tjtf 
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1696.  TpLIAS  ELLIS  and  Jeremiah  Ellis  were 
J^^  proiecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for  Two 

." ;  Years  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  Anthony  Nether^ 
Mt  Paribn  dF  Warbkton. 

1697.  [N]    Richard  Hayler  of  5/^;x«/;7^waa 
. ;    ^    proiecuted  at  Common  Law  for  Tithes,    at  the 

Suit  ofysmes  Santiman  Impropriator. 

1698.  William  Parker  of  Stenning  was  profe- 
ted  in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of 
yoftph  Proud  Parfon  of  Stenning. 

[  O  ]  John  Shaw  of  fFeJi-Hiltin^ton 
was  proiecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes, 
at  tM  Suit  of  William  Jordan  Parfon  of  the 
Pariih. 
170 !•  [  P  ]  Jeremiah  Ellis  oi Warbkton  vtvl^ 
proiecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at  the 
Suit  of  Roger  Calhw  Panon  of  Warhkton. 

Eli  AS 


[  N  "I  Richard  Hayler  was  committed  to  the 
County  Goal  at  Horjham. 

[  O  ]  ThcPirfonbyhisBill  claimed  50I  per 
Atmum  of  Sbaw^  for  two  Years  Tithe,  tho'  he  had 
ufually  paid  but  5/.  los.  per  Annutf^  before  he  was 
a ^aker.  He  furrcnder'd himfeltPrifoner  to  the 
Sheriff,  on  an  Attachment j  in  the  Beginning  of  the 
Year  1698. 

[  P  ]  Jeremiah  Ellis^  for  20/.  demanded  for 
two  Years  Tithe,  had  Six  Oxen  taken  away  by 
Sequejlratiorif  worth  Forty  four  Pounds. 
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^  I  QJ  Elias  Ellis  of ^^r^iI?/(?«  Ivas  prt)-» 
ifecuted  in  the  ^chequer  for  TltheS,  4t  the  S\xi\ 
df  the  i^iAlkogir  Callow. 

[  R  ]  Moses  French  of  Warbleton  was 
profecuted  in  the  Excteouer  for  Tithes,  at  the 
Suit  of  the  fame  Roge)^  Callow. 

t  S  ]  John  Shaw,  SusAn  Deane,  JoSrf 
LiNFiELD  and  Thomas  Sn  ash  all,  all  of  Sbip^ 
tey^  and  Edward  Barker  of  Stinning^  were 
profecuted  in  the  Ekcbequer  for  Tithes,  at  thd 
Suit  oijobn  Hargreaves  Imprdpriatbr. 

Thomas.  Humphrey  of  CfeiriSfaew^,  and    iytt] 
Henry  MitLs  diljield^  the  formier  for  a  De- 
riiand  of  Four  Pound  for  Four  Years  Tithes, 
and  the  latter  for  401,  were  profecuted  in  th6* 
Exchequer^  at  the  Suit  of  George  Mtlh  of  Ru^er. 

Thomas  SnashalI,  Richard  Snashall 
and  John  SirAw  the  Younger,  were  prdlecu* 
ted  in  the  Exchequer  for  TitneS. 

T  .         AndHeW 

[  Q  ]     Elias.  Eilis^  for  7/.  demanded  for  two  . 
Years  Tithe,  which  was  Fifty  Shillings  more  than 
had  betn  formerly  paid,  had  taken  from  him  by 
Seqyeftraison,  Four  Cows  and  Heifers  and  a  Calr, 
Worth  Sixteen  Pounds  Ten  Shillings. 

[  R  ]  Mfes  pyencbj  for  8/;  demanded  for  two 
Years  Tithe,  had  dttlc  taken  from  him  by  5'^- 
qneftratiofty  worth  Sixteen  Pounds  Ten  Shillings. 

[  S  ]  Sbaw^  Barber  and  Linfield^  were  com- 
mitted to  the  Bat  on  the  25th  of  Ntrvember  1701, 
and  Snajhall  about  the  ftmc  Time  to  the  County 
Goal.  Sbaw  died  a  Prifoner  about  five  Months 
after.  Snajhall  had  afterward  feiz'd  by  an  Execu- 
tlbn^  Seven  Cows,  One  Bull,  Twenty  Sheep,  and 
50i.  in  Money,  In  all  to  the  Value  of  Fort^  E\^X 
rounds. 
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1702.  [  T  3  Akderw  Sheppard  of  Stenmng 
was  proiccutcd  in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at 
the  Suit  of  Henry  Mountague  Pricft  of  Weji^ 
minjlon. 

[  U  ]  Andrew  Sheppard  aforeiaid  was 
again  profecuted  in  the  Exchequer^  for  a 
Demand  of  5/.  per  Annum  for  Two  Years 
Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  lh>mas  Starkey. 

1704.  Daniel  Beard  of  U^///«5g"^j:«  was  profe- 
cuted in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes^  at  the  Suit 
oiJofiahPoveyVndk. 

r.^  ]  James  Baker  of  Wartling  near 
Herifmounceux^  was  profecuted  in  the  Ex-^ 
chequer  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  an  Impro- 
priator.. 

"^V^S*  Elias  Ellis,  Jeremy  Ellis,  John  Ellis 
and  MosesFrench,  were  profecuted  in  the£;c- 
chequer  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  Roger  Callow 
Parfbn  of  Warhkton. 

^7^^-  .  [  X  1  Joseph  Rickman  of  Hillingtey 
was  protecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at. 
the  Suit  of  William  Dobfm  Vicar. 

John 

Wi— —^—i^———^— —————— ——iw^——^— 

[  T  ]  Andrew  Shep far d'^zs2iVx\{ontT  to  the 
H^^/ about  fix  Years,  being  difcharg'din  1708,  by 
the  Death  of  his  Profccutor. 

[  U  ]  This  Profecution  was  commenced,  and 
he  ierved  with  a  Subpena^  notwithftanding  his  be- 
ing  a  Prifoner  on  the  former  Suit  a^ainft  him. 

.  [  W  ]  James  Baker  was  committed  to  Horjham 
Goal  on  an  Atiacbment^  the  1 1  th  of  the  Month  calPd 
April  1705. 

[  X  ]    Jofeph  Rickman  was  profecuted  for  two 
Years  and  a  half  Tithes  of  4/.  per  Annum^  accord- 
ing^ 
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John  Ch  antler  of  Cbarlewood  was  profe- 
CDted  in  the  Exchequer^  for  a  Demand  of  Six 
Pounds  for  Two  Years  TiAes,  at  the  Suit  of 
yobn  Priaulx  Parfon  of  Ru^er. 

♦  Thomas  Snashall  andBENEDicxMAR-    1707. 
TIN,  were  proiecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes, 
at  the  Suit  of  John  Hargreaves  Impropriator. 

[  Y  ]  RichardHayler  of  iS/^ww»f  was 
profecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for  finall  Tithes, 
at  the  Suit  of  John  Matthews  Vicar  of  Stenmng. 

T  2  Richard 


ingto  the  ufual  Jt&iE/i,  altho*  the  (aid  Vicar  had 
before  profecuted  him  in  the  Bifhop's  Court  for  one 
of  the  laid  Years,  and  imprifon'd  him  on  a  Writ 
de  Excommunicato  capiendo  at  Horjbam^  until  on 
Caufe  /hewn,  he  was  legally  difcharged.  Yet 
afterward  the  Vicar  imprifon*d  him  again  in  the 
faid  County  on  an  Exchequer  ProccCsj  and  brought 
him  to  the  Exchequer  Bar  in  1 706,  from  whence  he 
was  committed  to  the  Fleet -,  but  upon  putting  in 
an  Anfwcr  he  was  difcharg'd ;  which  the  Vicar 
being  uneafy  at,  took  out  a  Commiilion  of  £n- 
Quiry,  and  purfued  the  fame  in  Perfon  two  or 
tnree  Days  at  the  Sitting  of  the  Commiflioners,  in- 
tending, as  was  fuppofed,  the  Ruin  of  the  faid  poor 
Sufferer,  according  to  his  Threatning  at  divers 
Times,  but  was  prevented  by  Sudden  Death  with- 
in three  Days. 

*  The  D>emand  on  Martin  was  afterward  taken 
by  Jufliccs  Warrant. 

[  Y  ]  Richard  Hauler  was  committed  to  Hor- 
Jbam  Goal  on  the  3d  of  the  Month  caird  March 
1707,  and  on  r^^tiq^oH  IJovemher  1708,  was  re- 
moved by  Habeas  Corpus  to  the  Exchequer  Bar,  and 
thence  committed  to  the  Fleets  where  he  continued 
Prifoner  till  difcharg*d  by  an  A&  o\  Gx^c^  2Jc^^>a\. 
the  Month  calM  May  1709. 


)7o^,  [  Z  ]  Richard  Hayler  afore^d  wai; 
jigain  pFofecuted .  in  the  Exchequer  for  fmaU 
^ithjcs^  at  ths  Suit  of  the  aforeiaid  John  Matr 
tbe^s  Vic2ir. 

I J 19,  [A  3  IsAAp  Parsons  of  BiUingburJi  was 
profecuted  in  the  Exdbequer^  at  the  Suit  qi 
John  Rutter  Pirfon  of  the  ParHh. 

17 1 1.  [  B  ]  Andrew  Russell  was  profecuted 
for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  John  Reynolds  Parfoa. 

3717.  [  C  ]  John  Munnery  was  profecuted  ip 
^he  Ecclejuijiical  Court  for  a  Church-Rate  (fo 
called)  at  the  Suit  of  ^omas  Duke  Warden  of 
|h?  Parifli  of  Ijittle  Hampton. 

Thoma* 


»?^^P"^  — — — PWM— ^M^pfi 


r.z] 

of  his  foi 


Z  ]  The  faid  Richard  Hayler  had  been  clearM 
irmer  Imprifonmcnt  but  about  two  Months, 
Jjefore  he  was  again  profecuted  by  the  fame  Parfori, 
and  committed  to  Horjham  Goal  on  the  12th  of  the 
Month  called  July  1709.  jfle  was  afterward  re- 
inov'd  by  Habeas  Corpus  to  the  Exchequer  Bar,  and 
again  committed  to  the  Fleet  on  the  23d  of  th^ 
Month  call'd  January  170Q. 

[A  1  Ifaac  Parfons^  for  a  Pemand  of  Forty 
five  Shillings  for  Tithes,  had  taken  from  him  by 
Sequeftratioh^  in  the  Month  caird  July  17 10,  Twp 
Oxen  and  a  Mare,  worth  Twenty  four  Pounds. 

[  B  ]  Andrew  Rujfell  was  committed  to  Hor- 
Jham  Goal,  for  a  Demand  of  Seven  Years  and  an 
half  Tithe,  at  40J.  per  Annur^t. 

[  C  ]  Johfi  Munnery^  for  a  Demand  of  Six 
Shillings,  was  committed  to  Horjham  Goal  on  a 
Writ  de  Excommunicato  capiendo*.  But  upon  Ap- 
plication to  one  of  the  King's  Courts  at  Wefiminfier^ 
ne  was  fet  at  hbcrty . 


npx.  14.I 

Thomas  Beard  .was  proiecuted  in  the  Ex^    iJ^S^ 
fbequer  fbr  Tithes,   at  the  Suit  of  Hicbard  Dor 
dilate  Vicar  of  the  Parifh  called  St.  ^0^  the 
Baptifi  nesLi^  Lewis,    .  .     •  i 

[  D  ]    Joseph  Rickma|i  the  Younger  of    I7i6« 
Hillinglt^vr^s  profecutedin  the  Court  oi  Kings 
Pcncb  for  Tithes,  at  theSuit  of fTiltiam  lomiins 
Tithe-farmer. 

[  E  ]    Joseph  Rickman   afofefai4    was    jyzf. 
again  proiecuted  in  the  Kings  Bench  at  the  Suit 
pf  the  &id  William  lomiim  Tithe-rlarmer. 

[  F  1    Francis  Chairman  of   J^u^er    173a 
was  proSbcuted  in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at 
the  Suit  of  William  Martin  Reftor  of  Rujper. 

Francis 


[  D  ]  Jofeph  Richnanj  for  a  Demand  of  about 
28/.  for  Tithe  of  Corn  in  the  Year  1725,  which 
according  to  Cuftoni  amounted  but  to  about  10/; 
75.  6d.  had  uken  from  him  in  the  Month  call'd 
y«w  1727,  L.    s.  p. 

Six  Oxen  and  One  Cow,  worth     gg    50 

[  E  ]  The  fame  Jofepb  Rickman  for  about  28/. 
demanded  for  Tithe  of  Corn  in  1726,  which  ac- 
cording to  Cuf^om  amounted  but  to  15/.  is.  had  on 
the  like  Procefs  taken  from  him  on  the  8th  of  the 
Month  caird  July  1727,  L.    S.  D. 

Ten  young  Beafts,  wprth  35  00 
Befides  wJiich,  he  fuffer'd  divers  other  Years  on  the 
like  Account. 

[  F  ]  The  Redor*s  Demand  on  Chairman  was 
upwards  of  10/.  for  Tithes:  But  a  Gentleman  of 
the  Neighbourhood  made  Application  to  the 
Bench  of  Juftices  at  Horjham^  wno  confidering  that 
the  Farm  had  been  let  m  two  Parts,  and  to  kec;p 
the  faid  Chairman  from  going  to  PrifoO)  granted 
two  Warrants  for  %h  each. 


4jf.d  Sujfex 


nv 


tMAN  afbrd&id  was 
again  pro&cuted  in  the  Exchequer^  at  the  Suit 
of  the  afore&id  Rcftor  IVilliatri  Martin. 
'733*  Susanna  Horne  of  Anmdel  Widow,  and 
' .  /  her  Son  Robert  Horne,  were  profecuted  in  the 
Bcckfiajiical  Courts  for  about  Eight  Pence  de- 
^nanded  of  each  of  them  for  Two  Years  Clerks 
Wages.  I 

L?734*       C  ^  ]   Thomas  Parsons  was  profecuted  in 
the  Exchequer  for  about  lA  i8^.  demanded  for 
Three  Years  Tithes^    at  the  Suit  of  Benjatmm   j 
Eicbardjm  Parfo  noiCcfold. 

34.  Warwicir 


[  G  J  In  173 1,  theParfon  applied  himfelf  to 
the  Juftices,  and  made  a  Demand  of  29/.  defiring 
them  to  grant  three  Warrants  tor  that  Sum,  be- 
caufe  the  Land  had  formerly  been  let  in  chrct 
Parts  ;  but  the  Juftices  on  Enquiry,  finding  that 
the  whole  Farm  was  but  about  yiLper  Annum^ 
and  that  the  former  Occupiers  had  ufually  paid  but 
7/.  x6j.  per  Annum  for  Tithe,  refus'd  to  meddle  in 
the  Affair,  unlefs  the  Parfon  would  fix  his  De* 
mand  by  their  Award ;  which  he  would  not ;  but 
in  November  1731,  fubpoena*d  Chairman  again  into 
the  Exchequer^  and  took  from  him  in  1734,  for 
the  faid  ;/•  1 6s.  Tithe,  L.    S.  D. 

7  Beafts,  fold  for  33     5     o 

53  Sheep  and  Lambs,  16  17     o 

A  Load  of  Wheat,  7  18     o 

58     o    o 


The  Parfon  fince  has  taken  his  Demands  by  Jufti- 
ces  Warrants. 

[  H  ]    The  Demand  on  Ihof^as  Parfins  was 
fince  taken  by  Jufticcs  Warranto 
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54. 


£  I  ]  JOHN  HAWRSFORI)  ipdWuEi;,    1697^ 

J  Harper,  were  proiec9te4  m  tjie 
Ecckjiajiical  Court  for;  Four  Pence  *m  Jtnnum 
for  three  Years  Tithes,  at  the  8uir  of  JFil^ 
Jiam  Da^et  Parfon  of  Birmingham^ 

[  K  J  RicttARD  Promley  rf  Straffed 
upon  j4von  was  prolecuted  in  xHm  Ecctefiafticat 
Courts  at  the  Suit  of  ■  Burman  of  Sbot-^ 

tery^  Renter  of  Ofiering  Mon^  and  Smoke 
Money, 

John  Bush  of  Little  Harborough  was  prpfe-    1700* 
cuted  for  Tithes,   at  the  Suit  of  Henry  Walker 
I^arfon. 

;  Richard  Bromley  of  Stratford  upon 
Avon  was  proiecuted  in  the  Exchequer^  for 
Five  Pence  demanded  for  Three  Years  Smoke 
Money,  Offering  Money  and  Garden  Penny, 
at  the  Suit  of  Ae  aforefaid  Burman  Tithe- 
farmer. 

John 

[  i  ]    John  Hawksford  was  committed  to  Pri-  . 
fon  by  a  Warrant  from  Juftices  of  the   Peace, 
grounded  on  a  Certificate  out  of  the  Eccleftafticd 
Court. 

[  K]  Richard  Bromley  lyas  profecuted  for 
about  Twelve  Pence  demanded  for  Offering  Mo-  - 
ney  and  Smoke  Money,  till  the  Charges  came  ip 
about  Fourteen  Pounds :  But  his  Excommunica- 
tion and  Imprifonment  were  prevented  by  a  Pro* 
hibition. 


i^  tF'arwickJhire. 

1701.        [  L  ]    John  Astley  of  T'anworth  Was 

prefkuted  in  the  £a:/j/£^V^  Suit 

offrHlfamMaHmeierki 
X704.       Robert  Arpe  was  profecuted  in  the  Ex^ 
.   cbequer  for  a  Demand  of  about  231.  for  Titiics, 

^  me  Suit  of  Charles  Wainwrtgbt  PricfL 
[  M  ]  ^  WjLLiAM  King  was  profecuted  iir 

the  Common  Pkas  for  I'itheSi  at  the  Suit  of  an 

Impropriator 
17d<.       [  ^  ]    JA^^  Robinson  of  Aujlrey  Wi- 

dow»    was  profecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for 

Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  Charles  Waimoright  Par- 

ton  of  Auftrey, 
1707*        Stephen  ScoTTEN,   Moses  Merry,  \Vil- 

^    '*      LIAM  TOWNSEND,   RiCHARD   MaLLETT,    JoHN 

TRusTANbt,  Samuel  Nutt,  'Joh44  Brabins, 
Charles(  HiOGiNsoN,  JoHwWlcKs  and  SusArf; 
King  the  Younger,  of  Coventry ^  were  profcciii- 
ted  in  the  EcdeSaJlical  Court  fbr  a  Chiirch-Rate 
(£>  called)  at  tne  Suit  of  the  Wardens;  and 
Excommunicated 

Joseph 


[  L  ]  John  Aftley  was  committed  to  JVarwick 
Goal  by  Warran  t  from  the  Juftices,  grounded  on 
a  Ceriificate  out  of  the  Eccleftaftkal  Cmtt. 

[  M  ]  William  Kifig  was  committed  to  Prifoft 
on  the  17th  of  05^*^  1704,  and  continued  theft 
above  Nineteen  Months^  till  the  23d  of  the  Mcfnth 
called  May  1706,  for  a  Demand  df  Twenty  three 
Shillings  for  Tithes. 

[  N  ]  The  Parfon's  Demand  was  for  Tithet 
of  Apples,  &r.  2s.  id.  andof  Bbes,  Eight  Pence  i 
The  poor  Widow  was  committed  to  Warwick  Goal, 
and  lay  there  about  Nine  Months, 
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Joseph  Palmes  of  Radway  was  profecuted    1707. 
lor.  9/.  4J.  4i/.  demanded  for  Two  Years  Tithes, 
and  put  to  about  Twenty  Pounds  Charges,  but 
died,  the  Suit  depending. 

[  O  ]    Sarah  Moore  and  MaryStrank,     1714. 
Servant  Maids,  were  profecuted  in   the  Eccle^ 
JSaftical  Court  for  E^Acr-Oftcnngs,  at  tlic  Suit 
of  the  Parfon  of  the  Parifli  of  Harbury. 

[  P  ]     John  Bissell  of  Fulfortb  -  heath     17 15. 
Was  profecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes, 
at  the  Suit  of  Andrew  Archer  Parfon  of  Soly^ 
hull. 

[  Qw  ]     Tobias  Edwards  was  profccu/ted     ^^'^7^ 
in^c  Exchequer^    at  the  Suit  of  Samuel  Cart 
Tithe-fanxxcr,  . 

[  R  ]     William  Proud  was  profecuted  in     1724. 
the  Ecclejiajiical  Court  for  Tithes,  at   the   Suit 
of  Edward  yackjhn  Parfon  of  the  Parifli  ol 
FellJlAlL 

U  Francis 


[  O  ]  Thefc  poor  Servants  were  obl/g'd  to 
tnkea  Journey  of  near  Thirty  Miles  to  appear  at 
Litchfield  according  to  their  Citations :  The  Par- 
fon'fi  Proftor,  feeing  them  there,  made  no  Return 
of  the  Procefs. 

'  [  P  J  7d?i&^  i5/^// was  profecuted  for  a  Demand 
of  about  21 /.forTwo  Years  Great,  and  Ten  Years 
Small  Tithes:  He  was  committed  to  Prifon  on 
the  28th  of  the  Month  called  January  iji^^  and 
lay  there  about  twenty  Weeks. 

[  Q^]  Tobias  Edwards  was  committed  to  H^ar* 
wick  Goal  on  the  17th  of  the  Month  called  Maj 
1 7 1 8,  and  died  during  his  Imprifonment. 

[  R  ]     ^//m»iP;7?//Jwas  Excommumc2LttdoTv 
or  abour  the  2^ch  of  December  1724. 


1 4^  W^arwickjhire. 

1726.  .  Francis  Bradford  of  X/WyJ^ry  was  pro* 
fecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at  the  Sui' 
of  yames  Sherman  Parfon  of  Higbam  in  the 
County  of  heicefter. 

1727.  Samuel  Overton  was  profecated  in  the 
Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  George 
Hammond  Redlor  oi  Hampton  Lucey. 

Elizabeth  Lucas  Widow  was  profecuted 
in  the  Exchequer  for  a  Demand  of  about  405. 
per  Annum  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  the  (aid 
George  Hammond  Redlor  oi  Hampton  Lucey. 
^7 IS*  [  S  ]  John  Bradford  oi Kingjbury  vim 
profecuted  in  the  Ecclejiaftical  Court  for 
Church-Rates  (fo  called)  at  the  Suit  of  Timothy 
Orton  and  William  Marjhall  Wardens. 


^^.  Wejlmorland 


[  S  ]  The  Demand  of  the  Wardens  from  John 
Bradford  was  for  Nine  Years  Church-Rates,  wz. 
from  1726  to  1734  inclufive,  the  whole  of  which 
amounted  to  2/.  135. 9^.^:  After  they  hadharraflTed 
him  a  confiderable  Time  in  the  Ecclefiaftical  Courts 
and  obligM  him  to  take  feveral  Journeys  to  Litcb^ 
feld,  to  appear  at  the  Confiftory  Court  held  there, 
they  at  laft  made  Application  to  the  Juftices  of  the 
Peace,  and  took  from  him  an  Heifer  and  Two 
Calves  worth  about  Five  Pounds. 


-:-   *%. 


mm 


3S.  Weftmorland^ ' 
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THOMAS  PRATT  of  Sunbiggen  in  the     1696. 
Parifh  of  Or/^;x,  was  profecuted  in  the 
Exchequer  for  fmall  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  oi  Roger 
K^njon  Vicar  of  Orton. 

Robert  Chambers  was  profecuted   in  the     1607. 
Exchequer  at  theSuitof  Af//fi  Town/end^  Farmer 
of  finall  Tithes  under  the  Parfon   of  Kever^ 
Jham. 

[  T  ]     Thomas  Moore  of  iVi?*z£;3/]gg-<?;^  was    1698. 
profecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at  the 
Suit  of  l%omas  Shepherd  in  the  Name  of  Robert 
Dalton  Impropriator. 

[  U  ]     Hannah  Wakefield  and  Agnes    1700* 
CouPLAND  were^ofecuted  in  the  Ecclefmftical 
Court  for  Mortuaries,   at  the  Suit  of  JVilliam 
Crojhy  Vicar  of  Kendall. 

U  2  Thomas 


[  T  3  The  Profecutor  Thomas  Shepberd^  fome- 
timc  after  without  due  Courfe  of  Law,  took  a 
Mare  out  of  the  Fields  of  the  faid  Thomas  Moore 
worth  3/.  loj.  and  dropt  his  Suit. 

[  U  ]  Hannah  fVakefield  and  Agnes  Coupland 
were  committed  to  yfppleby  Goal  by  a  Writ  de  Ex- 
communicalo  capiendo,  the  faid  Agnes  being  then  but 
about  Eighteen  Years  of  Age.  They  lay  Eleven 
Months  in  Goal,  and  then  upon  Application  made 
p  the  Judges  who  came  that  Circuit,  tUt^  fcvw.  ^ot 
ihe  Profecutor^  ijnd  per/waded  him  lo  rckv\k\\\^w\ 


1 48  IFefimorland. 

170 1.  [  W  ]  Thomas  Savage  of  Clrfton  was 
profecuted  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  Rowland 
Burrough  Clerk  of  Brawham  and  Clifto?i. 

17 U.  [  X  ]  John  Moore  of  Guile  was  profe- 
cuted for  White  Rent  of  Tithes  in  kind,  at 
the  Suit  of  yohn  Barrett  Impropriator. 

1718.  Henry  Laycock  and  Nathan  Laycock 
were  profecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes,* 
at  the  Suit  of  JVilliam  Wilkinjbn  Parfon  of 
Marcland. 


36.   Wiltjhire^ 


fr 


[  W  ]  ^bomas  Savage  \v2iS  arreftcd,  and  com- 
niiCicd  to  Prifon  in  the  Month  calPd  January  1 701 , 
and  continued  Prifoncr  till  November  1702.  for  ^ 
Demand  of  3J.  4^.  for  Tithes,  Upon  Applicacioq 
to  the  Judge  who  went  that  Circuit,  he  was  di- 
reftcd  CQ  move  the  Court  of  Kin^s  Bench^  which 
Motion  being  afterward  made,  he  was  difcharg'd. 

[  X  ]  John  Moore  was  committed  to  Jppleby 
Goal  on  the  3d  of  the  Month  cal I'd  June  171 1,  for 
refufing  to  pay  35.  j^d.  per  Annum  White  Rent  of 
'Tithe  in  Kind,  and  continued  Prifqner  bctweci^ 
f hrc?  and  four  Months. 
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30.  Wiltjhire. 


[  Y  ]  TOHN  FLOWER  was  profecuted    1696, 
I   in  the  Exd>equer  for  Tithes,  at 
the  Suit  otFrancis  Green  Parfon  of  Corjham. 

[  Z  ]    Francis  Broom  was  profecuted  in    1700. 
the  Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  "John 
Horton  Parfon  of  Coldhorne. 

Charles  Barrett  of  ^itberton  was  profc-    170 1. 
cuted  in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes,    at  the  Suit 
of  John  JVilJbn  Parfon  of  Brimhill. 

Roger  Cooke  near  Calne  was  profecuted  in 
the  Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  oi^Jojhua 
Shepherd  of  Calne  Impropriator. 

John  Somner  o£Seen*d-Row  near  Melkjham    1703. 
was  profecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for  about  3pj, 
demanded  for  about  Four  Years  Tithes,  at  the 
Suit  ofBohun  Fox  Parfon  of  Melkjham. 

Wii  LiAM  Played  of  Grittleton  was  pror    1704, 
iecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at  the 
Suit  of  Thonfas  Tetterjhall  Parfon  of  the  Pariih. 

Henry 


[  Y  ]  John  Flower  was  imprifon*d  in  Fijherton 
fioal  above  a  Year,  and  difcharg*d  by  an  Aft  of 
Grace. 

[  Z  ]  Francis  Broom  was  a  poor  Man,  and 
hdd  a  gr^at  Family:  The  Demand,  for  which  the 
Parfon  fued  him  in  the  Exchequer^  was  about  85. 
per  Annum  for  two  Years  Tichc  of  two  Acres  o^ 
^heac.     '  •         * 


1 5©  TFihJhire. 

1:707.  Henry  Sanger  oiWarmit^er  was  profc* 
cuted  in  the  Exchequer  for  Two  Years  Tithcs> 
of  about  ^s.per  Annum. 

1709.  [  A  }  JosiAH  Wakeham,  Charles 
Barrett  and  Jonathan  Scott  were  profc- 
cuted  in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit 
of  John  Wilfon  YzxionoiBrimhill. 

J717.  [  B  ]  William  Price,  Walter  Price 
and  George  Hillier,  all  of  Chrijlian  Malfordy 
were  profecuted  in  the  Ecckfiajiical  Court  for 
a  Church-Rate  (fo  called.) 

17 1 9.  [  C  ]  John  Rutty  of  Melkjham  was 
profecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at  the 
Suit  of  Bohun  Fox  V^sionoi Melkjham. 

John 


[  A  ]  The  Parfon's  Demand  on  Wakeham  was 
for  Arrears  of  Eight  Years  Tithe  for  a  Farm  he 
formerly  held  of  7/.  los.  per  Annum  Rent,  and 
which  he  was  gone  out  of  j  for  the  Tithe  of  which, 
the  prefent  Occupier  paid  %^5.  per  Annum.  The 
I>emand  on  Barret  was  for  an  Eftate  he  formerly 
rented,  and  had  been  out  of  Four  Years.  They 
were  both  committed  to  the  County  Goal  at  F/- 
Jherton^  and  remained  in  Prifon,  the  former  thirty 
two,    and  the  latter  thirty  Weeks. 

[  B  ]  The  Demand  on  PFUliam  Price  was  gs. 
on  Walter  Price  45.  and  on  Hillier  4J,  2d.  They 
attended  their  Summons  at  the  Eccleftajlical  Court 
feveral  Times,  and  an  Order  of  Court  was  made 
ibr  their  Excommunication. 

[  C  ]  John  Rutty  was  committed  to  Fijherton 
Goal  on  the  12th  of  the  Month  called  May  1724, 
for  not  paying  a  Demand  of  41/.  12s.  tor  two 
Years  Tidie,  and  137/.  for  Colls  of  Suit. 
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[  D  ]  John  Mcx)re  of  the  City  oi  New 
Sarum  was  profecuted  in  the  Ecclefiajiical  Courts 
at  the  Suit  of  Richard  Glajs  for  a  Church-Rate 
(fo  called.) 

James  HoBBS  of  Xjyre^riJ,  a ptoor  Laboorcrj    ^7^^ 
was  profecuted  in  the  EcclefiaJiicafCourty  for  a     * 
Demand  of  Four  Pence,  for  Sweeping  the  Pa* 
rifh  Worfhip-houfc,  at  the  Suit  of  JSUctard  Gr$/i 
Parifli  Qerk. 

Joseph  Hull  of  Frankley  near  Bradford    ^7^3^ 
was  profecuted  in  the  Ecclefi^cal  Court  for 
a  Demand  of  2/,  4J.  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of 
William  Sartaine  Impropriator. 

John  Jefferies  was  profecuted  in  the  Ex-    ^7^^* 
chequer  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  Anne  fTiU 
Jon  Widow   of  John  JVilfon^    late  Plwfon  of 
BrimhilL 


57-   Worcefterfbire. 

[  E  ]     17I7ILLIAM    BANBURY,    John    1696- 

▼  T   Fowi^ER  and  Robert  Grimes, 
were  profecuted  in  the  Ecclefiafiicd;  Court  for 

Tithes 


[  D  ]  The  Wardens  Demand  on  John  Moore 
was  Six  Shillings ;  but  the  faid  Warden  dying* 
during  the  Profecution,  the  Suit  dropt. 

[  E  ]     Banburyy  Fowler  and  Grimes  were  Ex- 

communicated,    and  by  Writs  de  Excommunicato 

capiendo  committed  to  rrifon,  in  the  Month  callM 

^J>ril  1 699.  t.  S.    D. 

The  Demand  on  Fowler  was        i     100 

On  Grimes^  o     150 

On54;f^«rjaboui  1     \o    o 

Banbur;) 
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Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  ^ohn  Kerry  Parfbn '  of 

TCre^n^on. 
1697.        [  F  3    Daniel  Tipper   and  William 

Sankey,   were  profecuted  in  the  Ecclefiafiical 

Qmrty  at  the  Suit  of  John  Vernon  Parfon. 
1608.        [  ®  ]     William  Sankey  was  profecuted 

on  the  Statute  for  Treble  Damages  for  Tithes, 

at  the  Suit  of  3^^A»^^/ia«  Parfbn  oi Airly  Regis. 
[  H  ]     Daniel  Tipper  was  profecuted  at 

Common  Law  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  the 

laid  John  Vernon. 

Elizabeth 

Banbury  and  Grimes  died  in  Prifon,  after  about  a 
Years  Confinement,  and  Fowler  continued  there 
about  a  Year  and  an  half. 

[  F  ]  7J/)/)^and5tf»)t^V  were  committed  to  Pri- 
fon  by  Juftices  Warrants  grounded  on  a  Certificate 
out  of  the  Ecclejiaftical  Court :  After  above  three 
Months  Imprifonmcnt,  they  were  removed  by  Ha- 
beas Corpus  to  the  Ki^g*s  Bench  Bar,  and  difcharg'd. 
[  G  ]  fV.  Sankey^  for  a  Demand  of  9/.  had 
taken  from  him  on  the  3d  of  November  1698, 

L.    S.  D. 
Five  Cows,  worth  16    o    o 

An  Horfe  and  Coh,  worth      10    00 
Three  Heifers,  worth  600 

A  Waggon,  worth  *  4100 

In  ally  for  a  Demand  of  9/.    ^aken     36  10    o 

Returned  an  Old  Cow,        210    o 


Remains         34 


[  H  ]     Daniel  Tipper^  for  a  Demand  of  8/.  for 

Tithes,  was  caft  in  Treble  Damages,    aod  had 

taken  from  him  all  his  Cows  and  Horfes,  and  ail 

his  Sheep,  except  One,  to  the  Value  of  Thirty 

Pounds. 
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Elizabeth  Banbury  Widow  was  profe-    1700. 
cuted'  in  the  Ecckjiajiical  Court  for  Tithes,    at 
the 'Suit  of  John  Kerrey  Parfon  of  Tredington. 

[  I  ]  Isaac  Aver  ill  of  Broadway  was 
profecuted  for  Tithes,  on  the  Statute  for  Treble 
•Damages,  at  the  Suit  of  the  Lady  Coventry.    . 

[  K  ]  Isaac  Averill  afotefeid  was  pro* 
4ecuted  for  Tithes,  .  on  the  Sratutd  for  Treble 
•Damages,  at  the  Suit  di  Anthony  Stevens  Ren- 
^'  of  ori£.  fourth  Part  of  his  Tithes. 

John  Gould  was  profecuted  inthe£r^/g/£j/?/- 
caiCour/y  at  the  Suit  of  Paul  JVbitefoot  Parfon. 

{  L  ]i  Isaac  Averill  of  Broadway  was    17^3* 
profecuted  for  Tithes,  on  the  Statute   for  Tre- 
ble Damages,  at  the  Suit  of  John  Phi/lips,  John 
dOa'oies  ^ndi  William   Lampitt^   Tithe-farmers 
under  the  Lady  Coventry ^  for  three  fourth  Parts 

of  his- Tithes.         ,  

X  Isaac 


■  I 


[  I  ]'  Thejury  found  the  Value  of  the  Tithe 
for  three  Years,  13/.  and  an  Execution  yf\s  awarded 
for  ;^ 9/.  Treble  Damages  :  His  G6ods  were  taken  by 
Dilirefs,  to  the  Value  of  Fifty  Nine  Pounds  Ten 
Shillings  and  Six  Pence. 

[  K  ]  The  Tithes  clairh'd' by  Stevens  amoun- 
ted to  armoft  but  2/.  loi.  for  which,  the  Goods  of 
the  fliid  Averill  fitvt  feized  by  WHliam  Geatly  nn:l 
iVilliain  frcjlwood 'R:ty\\vF*iy  to  the  Value  ot  Thirty 
One  Poumls'Fire-Shillings.     • 

[  L  ]  The -Tithe  due  from  Averill  for  one 
Year,  to  the  Renters  of  the|  Parts,  on  Trial  ap- 
peared to  be  but  4/.  6s.  Sd.  for  which  were  taken 
from  him  in  OSIobcr  1704,  Grain,  H.^y,  Scraw, 
and  Implements  of  Hufbandry,  worth  ThiriY  ii.\%^^'^ 
Pounds  four  Sii/Viings  and  Four  Pv:r\ce. 
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1709.  [  M  ]  Isaac  AvERiLL  aforefaid  was  pro- 
fecutcd  for  Tithes,  on  die  Statute  for  Treble 
Damages,  at  the  8uit  of  Anthony  Stevens  Reil^ 
tcr  of  one  fourth  Part  of  his  Tithes. 

17 10.  [  N  J  Isaac  Aver  ILL  was  again  profe- 
cuted  on  the  £une  Statute  for  Tithes,  by  the 
aforefaid  Anthony  Stevens. 

17 1 1.  [  O  ]  Isaac  Averill  afbrti&id  was  pro- 
iccuted  on  the  &me  Statute,  at  the  Suit  of  the 
aforefaid  Jcim  Philips^  John  Davies  and  JFH-- 
Ham  Lampitt. 

lyiy.  [P]  Timothy  Abraham  and  Thomas 
Bourne  of  Brome/grcFoe  were  profecuted  in  the 
Exchequer  for  Tith»,  at  the  Suit  of  Thomas 
iP'ihnot  Vicar  of  Bromejgrwe. 

Richard 


[  M  ]  The  faid  Ifaac  Averilly  for  5/.  5J.  de- 
manded by  Stevens^  had  taken  from  him  in  the 
Year  i7c^»  Com,  Bedding,  and  other  Goods, 
worth  Forty  Four  Pounds  Four  Shillings. 

[  N  ]  In  1 7 10,  he  had  uken  from  him  for  a 
Dcrtiand  of  5/.  5i.  Goods  worth  Fifty  Two  Pounds 
Ten  Shillings  and  Six  Pence. 

[O]  lni7ii,  for  Tithes  of  13/.  fingle  Va- 
lue, he  had  taken  away,  his  Horfcs,  Waggon, 
Plough,  Cart,  and  Corn,  to  the  Value  of  Sixty 
Five  Pounds  Eleven  Shillings. 

N.  B.  The  faid  Ifaac  Jverillj  at  Six  fcveral 
Times,  for  Tithes  amounting  in  the  whole  but  to 
43/.  6s.  Sd.  had  taken  from  him  Goods  worth 
Two  Hundred  Ninety  One  Pounds  Five  Shillings 
and  Four  Pence. 

[  P  ]  The  Demand  on  Thomas  Bourne  was 
3A4J. 
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[  Q  ]    Richard  Duffield  was  profccu-    1723. 
ted  in  the  Exchequer  for  fmall  Tithes,  at  the 
Suit  of  the  iaid  Thomas  Wilmot. 

[  R  ]     The  Widow  Tombs  was  profecu- 
ted  in  the  Exchequer  for  fmall  Tithes,   at  the     1727. 
Suit  oi Humphry  Pendens  Parfon. 

[  S  ]  Julius  Palmer,  William  Ro- 
berts and  William  Cowles,  were  profecu-  ^73  ^• 
ted  in  the  EccUfiaJlical  Court ^  for  not  paying  to- 
wards Rebuilding  the  Worfhip-Houle  of  the 
Parifli  caU'd  St.  Nicholas  in  the  City  of  Wor- 
cejler. 

X  2  38.  Torkjhire. 


[  Q^]  '^^^  Demand  on  Duffield ^zs  il.  os,  iid. 
[  R  ]  The  Parfon  gradually  raifed  his  De- 
mand on  this  Widow,  from  6s.  Sd.  per  Annum  to 
9J.  and  then  to  2Lper  Annum  \  at  which  Rate  he 
fued  her  for  Nine  Years  Tithe.  He  made  the  like 
Exorbitant  Demands  on  his  Pariihioners  in  general : 
Some  of  them  ftood  a  Trial,  and  call  him :  After 
which  he  dropt  his  Suit  againft  the  Widow. 

[  S  ]    The  Demand  on  L   S.    D. 

Julius  Palmer  was  about         100 
On  WUliam  Roberts^  200 

And  on  IVilliam  Cowles,         054 


1^6 
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1696.    j-  X  ]    JOHN  MOORE  of  Ingman  Lod^e, 

J  in  the  Parilli  of  Horton  in  RtbliJ- 
dale^  was  prdfecuted  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of 
Hkomas  Wiljon  diBeecroft  Impropriator. 

John  Fetch,  William  Fryar  and  John 
Jackson,  of  Bilfdale^  were  profecuted  for  a 
Church-Rate  (fo  called)  at  the  Suit  of  the 
Wardens  of  Hchujley. 

[  U  ]  Michael  Rqbinson  and  John 
Robinson  of  Countefet  near  Richmond ^  were 
profecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at  the 
Suit  of  jfofias  Lambert  and  Alexander  Smith 
Tithe-farmers. 

[  W  ]  John  Tat  ham  of  Bentham  was 
profecuted  in  the  Ecchjiajiical Court  for  Tithes, 
at  the  Suit  of  Thomas  Lupton  Parfon  of  the 
Parifli, 

Henry 


■       • 

[  T  ]  Moore^  Petcb^  Fryar^n(\JackfonyVrcTt 
all  imprifon'don  Writs  ^c?  Excommunicato  capiendo  \ 
and  were  difcharg'd  on  the  19th  of  the  Month 
c\\?^  March  169^,  upon  pleading  the  Errors  in 
the  Proceedin??^. 

[  U  ]  Michael  Robhifon  and  John  Rolinfon 
were  imprifon'd  in  the  Year  1696,  and  were  dif- 
charged  after  about  two  Months  Imprifonment, 
^y  Order  of  the  Prolecurors. 
•  [  W  ]  Tatham  was  Excommunicated  and 
committed  to  Prifon. 
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[  X  ]    Henry   Robinson  and  Thomas    i696- 
Smith,  both  of  Appleton  Jiiper  JViJke,   were 
profeciited  in  the  Ecclefiajiical  Court  for  Tithes, 
at  the  Suit  of  U.  Godjahe  Parfon. 

[  Y  ]  Richard  Lancaster,  J9HN  Ken- 
dall and  John  Tat  ham,  all  of  the  Parifli 
of  Bentham^  were  profecuted  in  the  Ecckfiafii-- 
cal  Court  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  ^Thomas 
Lupton  Parfon  of  Bentham. 

[  Z  ]  Richard  Kendall  of  HilUhoufe^ 
Bank  in  the  Parifh  of  Leeds  was  profecuted  in 

the 


[  X  ]  RoVinfon  and  Smith  were  committed  to 
Tork  Caftle  in  the  Month  called  May  i  d^)^.  Smith 
died  a  Prifoneron  the  25th  of  the  Month  called 
March  following  ;  and  Robinfin  was  released  by 
Superfedeas  out  of  the  Court  of  Chancery  on  the 
1 9th  of  the  Month  called  March  169I,  after  about 
twenty  two  Months  Imprifonn^ent. 

[  Y  ]  The  Demand  from  each  of  thefe  Per- 
fons  was  for  two  Years  Tithe,  viz.  from  Lancajler 
p.  id.  from  Kendal  is.  lo^.i,  and  from  Taiham 
2 J.  3  J.  They  were  committed  to  i^ork  CaRJe  by 
Jufticcs  Warrant,  grounded  upon  a  Certificate  from 
the  Commiflary  of  the  Bifhop's  Court,  on  the 
19th  of  the  Month  called  7»«^  1696,  but  were 
difcharged  at  the  Aflizes  in  the  Month  called  An- 
gujt  following. 

[  Z  ]  Richard  Kendall  was  committed  to 
Tork  Caftle  by  Warrant  from  Jufticcs  of  the 
Peace,  grounded  on  a  Certificate  out  of  the  Eccleji^ 
afiical  CouTtf  on  the  iSth  of  December  1696,  and 
releafed  by  Judge  Turton  'at  the  Aflizes  in  the 
Month  called  March  1699,  after  above  Three 
Years  \mpr\fonmcr\t. 


I  $8 
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1^  Ecckju^ical  Cwrt  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit 
pf  IVilliam  Hewan  Tithc-farmcr. 

AvTifONY  Garjutt,  William  Fryar, 
}oHN  Fetch  ^pd  John  Jackson,  were  pro- 
ificutcd  in  the  ^chequer  for  ihiall  Tithes,  at 
ihc  Suit  of  William  Garbutt  and  John  Gar-- 
kaf  Tithc-^rmen. 

[  A  ]  Georgr  Shaw  of  Brook/ide  in  the 
Parifh  of  Bradfieldy  and  William  Shaw  of 
the  Hill^  were  profecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for 
Tithes,  at  the  &>it  of  E(hvard Man/ell  Prieft  of 
'Rulesjield^  and  George  Fox  and  Henry  Fox 
Impropriators. 
1698:  [  ^  3  Joseph  Smith  and  Thomas  Bird, 
both  of  Ea/ifjgton  in  Holdermfs^  were  profequ- 
ted  in  the  Ecckfiajiical  Courts  for  a  Church- 
Rate 


[  A  ]  The  Decree  of  the  Court  was  for  Tithes 
due  from  George  Shaw  2S.  Sd.  and  from  fVilliam 
Shnw  1 3 J.  4^/.  They  were  both  committed  to  Tork 
Caftlc  on  the  i6th  of  the  Month  called  April 
1698,  and  remained  Prifoncrs  upwards  of  Five 
Years  and  Five  Months,  till  difchrirg*d  by  the 
Profecu  tor's  Order  on  the  ift  of  OSloher  1 703. 

[  B  ]  Smith  and  5irJ  were  committed  to  Tork 
Cattle  on  the  ift  of  the  Month  called  June  169S, 
by  a  Writ  de  Excommunicato  capiendo.  They  were 
difcharg'd  by  Superjedeas  on  the  20th  of  the  Month 
call'd  July  following.  In  the  beginning  of  Sep- 
tember 1699,  they  were  again  committed,  and 
continued  Prifoners  Eight  Years  and  Four  Months, 
till  released  by  the  Favour,  and  at  the  Elxpence, 
of  Dr.  John  Sharps  thfn  Archbifliop  of  Torkj  on 
the  3d  of  the  Month  call'd  January  1 707. 
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Rate  (fo  called)  at  the  Suit  of  John  Overton 
and  Henry  Fojier  Wardens. 

[  C  ]     Edward  Walker  of  Thornton  k     i6qq. 
Moor  in  the  ParKh  of  little  Ottertm  whs  profe- 
cuted  in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit 
of  John  iValker  Parfon  of  littk  Otterton. 

James  Convert  of  I'opclif  MsBt\niii\xr^  ahd 
Matthew  Hutchinson  of  DaltM^  wcrfe 
profecuted  in  the  Excbeauer  for  a  Demand  of 
30i.  each  for  finall  Titnes,  at  the  Suit  of  lh>^ 
mas  NeHvJbnVdsion. 

Thomas  Gresn  of  Leeds  was^  prOfectiCed  ih 
the  Coanfjr  Court  for  Tithe  of  Coita,  at  the 
Suit  of ^rftdyh  Tithc-fknher. 

T«<»f AS  Green  aforelaid  was  alfo  profe- 
cuted at  Common  haw  for  Tithe,  at  the  Suit  of 
the  feid  Hswniykt. 

[  D  ]  Henry  Robinson,  Elizabeth 
Smith  Widow,  Thomas  Smith  her  Son,  and 
James  Rutter,  all  of  Appleton  Juper  Wijke^ 
were  profecated  in  the  Exchequer  iot  Titheb, 


■I  I    I    ri    I 


r  C  ]  Edward  JVdher^  for  bnc  Year's  Com- 
polition  for  Tithes,  aoxounting  to  about  3/.  j(d. 
was  committed  to  Tark  Caftle  on  the  21  (t  of  0£!9- 
ber  1699^  and  remained  Prifoner  about  Nine 
Years  and  Three  Quarters,  till  dtfcharg'd  by  Su^ 
perfedeas  upon  an  A£t  of  Grace  on  the  aoth  of  the 
Month  caird  7«/y  1709. 

[  D  ]  Elizabeib  Smith  and  her  Son,  and  James 
RuUer,  were  committed  to  Tork  Goal  on  the  24tb 
ot  the  Month  calPd  Joftuary  1 699  :  But  the  Pro- 
fccutor  dying,  they  were  diicharg'd  in  the  Month 
caird  March  ^ollomn^. 


■M   '-' 


fo  Torkjhke. 

19*  at  the  Suit  oi  Ricljard  Godjahe  Reftor  of  Great 
SmeatOTiy  and  Clerk  of  the  Chapelry  of  ^ppk. 
ton. 

[  E  ]  The  aforcfaid  Henry  Robinson, 
JBlizabeth  Smith,  Thomas  Smith  and 
James  RuTTER,  were  profecuted  in  the^ic- 
>i&^^«^r forTithes,  at  the  Suit  oijofeph  Godfahe 
Son  and  Executor  to  the  aforcfaid  Richard  God- 
J'alve.  -    . 

-  [  F  ]  Richard  Parhott  and  SAMi/it 
Span  TON  oi  Naff er ton  were^  profecuted  in  the 
'EccUftafiical  Court  iox  Tithesi  and  Eafter-Offcr- 
ings,  at  the  Suit  of  Robert  Jaggon  of  Nafferton 
Impropriator  or  Tithe-ferm6r." 

'      •  RiCHAUD 

«l  .......  '..iS*,- 


[  E  ];  The  faid  Elizabeth  Smith  ^nd  James 
Rutter  were  again  committed  to'  Prifon,  ahd  the 
faid  Elizabeth  remained  Prifoner  till  difcharg'd  by 
the  Prbfecutor  on  the  28th  of  the  Month  call'd 
jfj^ril  1708. 

[  F  ]  Parrott  and  Span  ton  were  both  commit* 
ted  to  Torkf^^le  on  a  Writ  de  Excommunicato  ca- 
pendo  on  the  13th  of  the  Month  calTd  March 
1699:  The  Profecutor*s  Demand  on  Spanton  was 
about  Thirty  Shillings  for  half  a  Year's  Tithes, 
After  fomc  Months  clofe  Gohfinement  he  was  taken 
Sick,  and  not  like  to  live  •,  his  Mother  intr^ated 
the  Profccutor  to  permit  him  to  end  his  Days  at 
home  ;  but  was  anfwer'd,  That  if  be  would  not  pay ^ 
his  Body  mujl  fuffer :  So  he  died  there  in  Prifon  on 
tht  26x.\\  oi  05fober  1700,  and  the  Profecutor  died 
very  fuddenly  about  two  Weeks  after.  Parrott^ 
for  a  trivial  Sum  for  Oblations,  was  continued 
a  Prifoner  above  Seven  Years,  being  released  on 
the  5  th  of  the  Month  caird  Jjril  1707. 
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'  [  G  ]     Richard  Kjbj^dall  of  'HilUhdufc--    i^QO^ 
Bank;,  in  the  Pariih  of  Leeds^  was  profecutcd 
m  the  Ecclejiajlical  Court  foi\  Tithes,  at  the 
Suit  of  William  Hewan  Tithe-farmer. 

[  H  ]  Edward  Walkej^  was  profecu- 
tcd at  Common  Law  for  Tithes  of  a  Farm  at 
Skelton^  at  the  Suit  of  Roger  Taylor  Titjie^ 
farmer. 

[  I  ]     JoHH  CowEL  of  Leeds  was  profe-     tJQt.. 
cUted  in  the  Ecclejiajlical  Courts  at  the  Suit  of 
yohn  Killifigbeck  of  Leeds  Prieft. 

[  K  ]  John  Rowland  and  William 
Wood  of  Oldjiead  were  profecuted  in  the  Ex* 
chequer^  at  the  Suit  of  William  Baine. 

Robert 


[  G  ]  Richard  Kendall  vf?iS  commxttzd.  to  Roth'- 
well  Goal  by  a  Writ  de  Excommunicato  capiendo  m 
the  Month  called  June  1 700,  and  died  in  the  fame 
Prifon  on  the  24rh  of  the  Month  called  January 
170a,  after  about  two  Years  and  feven  Months 
Imprifonitienti  for  2/.  15/.  adjudged  by  the  Court. 

[  H  ]  Edward  Walker^  being  befofe  a  Pri- 
foner  for  Tithes,  was  fcrv'd  with  this  Adion  in  the 
Goal,  where  he  lay  a  long  Time  after* 

[  I  ]  7^i6/z  C^W  was  committed  to  Rothwell 
Goal  on  tYit'i^doi  December  1701,  and  continued 
Prifoner  about  three  Years  for  very  fmall  Sums 
demanded  :  He  Was  released  on  the  15th  ol  Decem- 
ber 1704. 

[  K  ]  Rowland  2Ln6  Wood  were  committed  to 
Tork  Cattle  on  the  19th  of  the  Month  callM  Ja- 
nuary lyoi. 


\ 


\ 
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1702.  [  L  ]  Robert  Halliday  oiRyeton  was 
profecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for  finall  Tithes, 
Eafter  Reckonings,  &c,  at  the  Suit  of  Leonard 
Conyers  Parfon  01  Kirby  over  Carr. 

[  M  ]  MAKKSTAiNESofNew/iead Orangey 
in  the  Parifh  of  Hjornton^  was  profecuted  at 
Common LaWy  2X  xhtSmtoi  J olm  Kir byT\xh&* 
farmer. 

Mark  Staines  was  again  profecuted,  in  the 
Exchequer y  at  the  Suit  of  the  fiiid  John  Kirby 
Tithe-farmer. 

Jonathan  Staines,  Son  of  the  ^lAMark^ 
was  profecuted  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  the 
fame  Tithe-farmen 

1703.  [  N  ]  William  Pickering,  William 
SiDGEWiCK  and  John  Hird,  all  of  Flajby^ 
were  profecuted  in  the  Ecclejiajlical  Court  for 
fmall  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  Chrijiopher  Law/on 
Vicar  of  Gargrave. 

Anthony 


[  L  ]  Robert  Halliday^  for  a  Demand  of  iij. 
€d.  for  about  feven  Years  fmall  Tithes  and  Eafter 
Reckonings,  had  his  Goods  taken  away  by  a  Se- 
queftration  to  the  Value  of  Sixty  Pounds. 

[  M  ]  Mark  Staines  was  profecuted  for  a  De- 
mand of  about  4.1.  per  Annum  for  fix  Years  Tithes. 
The  faid  Mark  dying,  the  Suit  dropt ;  but  was 
afterward  revived  againft  his  Son. 

[  N  ]  Thefe  three  were  committed  to  Tork 
Cattle  on  a  Writ  de  Excommunicato  capiendo  on  the 
2ift  of  the  Month  called  April  1703;  but  dif- 
charg'd  by  Superfedeas  on  the  8th  of  the  Month 
czWAJune  1704.  Pickering  was  recommitted  on 
the.5th  of  the  Month  call'd  June  1705,  and  con- 
tinued about  five  Months. 
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Anthony  Wells  of  Cotne/s  was  ptofecuted 
in  the  Exchequer ,  and  committed  to  Prifon,  for 
not  paying  towards  the  Repairs  of  the  Chapel 
at  Howden. 

[  O  ]     BoswELL  MiDDLETONof  Burrough    17^ A* 
Bridge  was  profecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for 
Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  Edward  Morris  Vicar  of 
Oldburgb. 

[  P  ]    Thomas AppLETONoffli7//OTi?^^    ^7o6. 
was  profecuted  in  the  Ecclejiafiical Courts   for  a 
Church-Rate  (fo  called)  at  the  Suit  of  the  War- 
dens of  the  Parifh. 

[  QJ     Anne  Green  of  PontefraSt  Wi-     ^^7^7^ 
dow  was  profecuted  in  the  EccleJiaJiicalCourt 
at  Tork^  at  the  Suit  of  Francis  Drake  Prieft, 

Y  2  Boswell 


[  O  ]  Bo/well  Midleion^  for  a  Demand  of  Forty 
Shillings  for  fcven  Years  fmall  Tithes,  was  com- 
mitted to  Prifon  at  Knarejborougb  on  the  17th  of 
the  Month  cal I'd  7«/i^  1704,  and  on  the  25th  of 
the  fame,  remov'd  to  Tork  Cz^lt^  and  continued 
Prifoner  till  difcharg'd  by  an  A61  of  Grace  on  the 
20th  of  the  Month  caird  7«/y  1709,  being  above 
five  Years  after. 

[  P  ]  ^Thomas  Appleton  was  committed  to  Tork 
Caftle  by  a  Writ  de  Excommunicato  capiendo^  on  the 
8th  of  the  Month  caird  Januav^  1706,  and  dif- 
charg'd  after  about  three  Months  Imprifonment. 

[  Q  ]  AnneGreen^  for  fmall  Tithes,  and  a 
Demand  of  6j.  8  J.  for  a  Mortuary,  was  committed 
to  Tork  Caftle,  by  Juftices  Warrant  grounded  on 
a  Certificate  out  of  the  Ecclefiafiicat  Courts  on  the 
nth  of  September  1707,  and  difcharg'd  by  an  Aft 
of  Grace  in  the  Month  call'd  Augujt  1 709. 


\ 
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1709.  [   R    ]      BOSWELL  MiDDLETONof  jB//rr^Z/^i& 

Bridge  was  profecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for  fmall 
Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  Edward  Morris  Vicar  of 
Oldburgh. 

1710.  [  S  ]  Samuel  Marshal,  John  Grimshaw, 
John  Hird,  Jonas  Butterfield,  Josiaf^ 
Grimshaw  and  Caleb  Vek it y,  of  Razi;don, 
Abraham  Milner,  John  Hustler,  Jere- 
miah Wh alley  and  Sarah  Cooper,  of  Teadoriy 
and  Jeremy  Gkimsh aw  oiGuiJeley,  were  profe- 
cqtcd  in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of 
William  Wiljon  Redor  of  Guifcley. 

J7?3*  [  T  ]  Thomas  Richardson  of  Hull 
was  profecuted  in  the  Ecclejiajlical  Court  far- 
Eight  Shillings  demanded  for  a  Church-Rate 
(fo  called)  at  the  Suit  of  Field  Dun  Parfon, 
and  Samuel  Stevenjbn  and  John  Bell  Wardens. 
[  U  ]  Edward  Richardson  of  OTtT^/^^^r/z^* 
was  proiecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at 
^e  Suit  of  David  Sinclare  Adminiftratqr  of 


[  R  ]  Bofivel  Middkton  was  committed  to 
Rippon  Goal  (^  nafty  cold  PrifonJ  on  the  19th  of 
Njovember  1709,  and  continued  Prifonef  till  the 
Death  of  his  Profccutor  in  1720,  being  upwards 
of  Ten  Years. 

[  S  ]  The  Parfon  after  fome  Time  dropt  his 
Proceedings  in  the  Exchequer,  and  took  his  De- 
inands  by  Warrant  from  a  Juftice  of  the  Peace. 

[  T  ]  5".  Richard fon  was  Excommunicated, 
and  committed  to  Prifon   on  the  9th  of  November 

[  U  ]    E.   Richardfon  was  committed  to  Tork 
Caiilc  on  the  9  th  of  Goober  171^* 


Torkjkire.  i(jj 

Enoch  Sinclare  late  Parfon  of  Owfhorne,  other- 
wife  Seathorn€y  deceafed. 

[  W  ]  Julian  Frankland  of  Ingman 
Lodge  in  the  Parifh  of  Horton  in  Riblefdak^  Wi- 
dow, was  profecuted  fof  Tithe  of  Lamb  and 
Wool,  at  the  Suit  of  7%omas  ff^il/on  Impropri- 
ator. 

[  X  ]     Julian  Frankland  aforej&id was    1714, 
profecuted  at  Common  Law  for  Tithe  qf  Corn^ 
at  the  Suit  of  the  faid  lh)mas  JVilfon. 

[  Y  ]  William  Greenwood,  William 
SuTCLiFFE,  Joshua  Fielden,  Elizabeth 
SufCLiFFE,  Abraham  Fielden  and  Mary 
Bark^^r,    were  profecuted  before  the  Com- 

pjifliQner^ 


[  W  ]  Julian  FranJdandj  for  65.  id.  demanded 
fof  Tithes,  had  a  Cow  taken  from  her,  and  fold 
for  3/.  5 J.  4^/. 

[  X  ]  The  faid  Julian  Frankland^  for  Tithe 
valued  at  about  Six  Shillings,  had  taken  from  her 
by  an  Execution  on  the  28th  of  September  17 14, 
Three  Cows,  Two  Calves,  and  Hay,  worth  in 
all  Eighteen  Pounds.  This,  tho'  a  great  Part  of 
ihe  poor  Widow's  Subftance,  did  not  fatisfy  the 
Prolccutor ;  who,  on  pretence  that  the  Goods 
w^rre  overvalued,  profecuted  her  again  in  an  infe- 
rior Court  in  the  Country  ;  but  a  Verdift  was  there 
given  againft  him,  at  which  he  was  much  enragM, 
and  threatned,  That  be  would  never  ceafe  to  pofecute 
the  Widow  ^  till  be  had  got  her  into  York  Cafile  :  But 
was  prevented  of  his  Purpofe  by  Death  a  few 
Weeks  after. 

[  Y  ]  The  Sums  demanded  were  L.  S.  D 
Ot  IVilliam  Greenwood  for  5  Years  and?  « 

three  Quaptcrs  at  5/.  A^dfer  Annum^    S  ^  ^ 
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xniflioners  for  pious  Ufes,  for  certain  Sums  de- 
manded of  them  toward  the  Maintenance  of 
Edward  Metbam  Parfon  of  Crow-Jione  Cha- 
pel and  Vicar  of  Hallifax. 
1715.  Benjamin  Bartlett  of  Bradford  was 
profecuted  in  the  Ecclefiajiical  Court  ror  a  Mar- 
riage Fee  and  a  Mortuary,  at  the  Suit  of 
Luke  Coats  Parfon  of  BriJialL 

[  Z  ]  Joseph  Fryer  of  Hallifax  was 
profecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for  Tidie-Rent, 
at  the  Suit  of  John  Dixon  of  Bently  Raoid  in 
the  Townfhip  of  Sower  by. 

Thomas  Johnson,  Thomas  Smith  and 
John  Fisher  were  profecuted  in  the  Ecckfi^ 
aftical  Court  to  an  Excommunication,  for  a 
Church-Rate  (fo  called)  at  the  Suit  of  the 
Wardens  of  Hartjield. 

John 


Oi  miliam  Sutcliffe  for  5  Years  three  0 

Quarters  at  3J.  4 J.  per  Annum^        3        '^ 

Of  Jo/hua  Fielden  for   5  Years  three  7 
Qiarters  at  2j.  per  Annum^  J 

Of  Eliz.  Sutcliffe  and  Abraham  Fielden  -> 
for  a  Yearly  Stipend  51.  4^/.  and  for  >  i     6     S 
Arrears  i/.  is.  4 J.  j 


O    II 


Of  Mary  Barker  for  5  Years  at  31.  6^.  '>  ^ 

/>^r  Annum^  J       ^7 

The  faid  William  Greenwood^  William  Sutcliffe  and 
Jojhua  Fielden^  were  committed  to  Rothwell  Goal 
on  the  2 1  ft  of  September  1 7 1 6,  and  were  difcharg'd 
thence  on  the  5th  of  Oilober  17 17. 

[  Z  ]  7(j^i&  i^y^r  was  committed  to  Hallifax 
Goal  on  the  loth  of  the  Month  call'd  Augujl  1715, 
and  confintjcd  Prifoner  till  1720,  for  a  Demand  of 
TA  3d.  per  Annum  for  three  Years, 
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[  A  ]  John  Kendall,  Robert  Hall,  1718, 
Elizabelh  TATHAMand  her  Son  James,  Alice 
Lancaster  and  her  Son  John,  Isaac  Lanca- 
ster, Abraham  Chapman  and  Thomas  .  . 
WiLDMAN,  were  profecuted  in  the  Exchequer 
for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  TChomas  Lupton  rar- 
ion  of  the  Parifh  of  Bentham. 

[  B  ]     Jonathan  Hick  of  Stitnamy  in    17 19* 
the  Parifh  of  Sberiff-Huttoriy  was  profecuted 
in  the  Ecckfiajtical  Court  for  Tithes,  at  the 
Suit  of  Francis  Langley  of  Grim/ion  near  Mal^ 
ton  Impropriator. 

[  C  ]     Samuel  Swaine  of  Allerton  was    , 
profecuted  for  Tithe,  at  the  Suit  of  WiJUum 
-Rtfw^;^  Tithc-fermer.  Johm 

[  A  ]  The  Parfon*s  Demands  from  thcfe  Nki^ 
were  as  follow, 

John  Kendall  for  11  Years,  at  iid.^per  jtnnum^ 
Robert  Hall  11  Years,  at  p.  id.perAnnum^   ^ 
Elizabeth  Tatbam  and  her  Son  1 1  Years,  ac  is.  id.J^ 

per  Annum^ 
Alice  Lancafler  and  her  Son  1 1  Years,  at  is.  od.^ 

per  Annum^ 
Ifaac  Lancafier  1 1  Years,  at  id.  per  Annum^ 
Archelam  Chapman  22  Years,  at  6d,  per  Annum j 
Thomas  JVildman  30  Years,  at  is.  §d.  per  Annum^ 

They  were  afl  taken  up  on  an  Attachment^  bttt 
fome  or  their  Neighbours,  without  their  Confent, 
made  up  the  Matter  with  the  Parfon,  and  fo  pre- 
vented their  being  carried  to  Goal 

[  B  ]  Jonathan  Hick^  for  a  Demand  of  2  oj./)^ 
Annum  for  two  Years  Tithe,  was  committed  to 
Tork  Cattle  on  the  i  ith  of  the  Month  call'd  Maj 
1719. 

[  C  ]  Samuel  Swaine^  for  a  Demand  of  21J. 
for  Tithe,  was  committed  to  Rothwell  Goa.1  otv 
the  2  6rh  of  che  Month  csklVd  March  1720. 
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[  D  ]  John  Denton  and  SamOel  Ba- 
st aw  were  profecuted  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit 
oi  Willi  am  Rawjbn  afotefitid. 
I720.  [  ^  ]  Timothy  TowsE  oiGarton  in  the 
WouUs  was  profecitted  in  the  Ecclefiajiical  Court y 
at  the  Suit  of  John  Dobjon  Parfon  of  Kirby. 

[  F  ]  Joseph  Simpson  of  Hardijiy-Hitt 
in  the  Parifh  of  Fewjlony  in  the  f'oreft  of 
Knarejboroughy  was  profecuted  in  the  Exche- 
quer for  finall  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  Samud 
Smithjon  Tithe-farmer  under  William  Car-^ 
mult  Parfon. 
1722.  Godfrey  Newbold,  John  Haslam,  Mi- 
chael MiLNER  and  Joseph  Gratton,  were 
profecuted  in  the  Ecclejiajiical  Court  j  at  the 
Suit  of  JPrancis  Lockier  Parfon  of  Hanjwortb^ 
for  Demands  of  not  above  iid.  per  Annum 
each  for  Oblations  and  finall  Tithes. 

[  G  ]    George  Dawson  of  Marton  in 

the 


[  D  3  Denton  and  Baftaw  were  commicted 
to  Rothwell  Goal  on  the  26th  of  the  Month  caird 
March  1720. 

[  E  ]  Ttmothy  Towfe  was  profecuted  for  Ten 
Years  Tithe  of  Apples,  Hens,  &ff.  but  after  fomc 
Time  the  Parfon  dropc  his  Profecucion  in  the  Ec- 
clefiafticd  Courty  and  cook  his  Demand  by  Juilices 
Warrant. 

[  F  ]  Jofepb  Simpfon  was  committed  to  Tork 
Caftle  on  the  6th  of  November  1720,  and  difcharg'd 
thence  on  the  3d  of  the  Month  call'd  May  1722, 
having  been  a  Prifoner  above  Eighteen  Months. 

[  G  ]  G^^rgtf  Dtftt^J;/ was  committed  to  Prifon 
on  the  lit  of  the  Month  caird  A&y  17^4^  by  War- 
ran  c 
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the  fTe/i  Riding  Was  profccuted  in  the  Eccleji^ 
ajlical  Court  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  Jam€% 
Allijbn  Vicar  of  iTjornton. 

Thomas  Holmes  of  Denton  was  profecuted    172 3 i 
in  the  Exchequer^  at  the  Suit  of  John  AJh  Cu- 
rate of  Denton. 

Timothy  HuT^soN  of  2^rii  was  profecuted    iyz6i 
in  the  Ecclejiajiical  Courts  for  Tithes  of  Land 
in  Clifton^  at  the  Suit  of  John  Knight  Prieft  of 
Belfreyz  in  the  City  of  Tork. 

William  Lister  of  Bingley^  in  the  Weji  i/aS. 
Ridings  was  profecuted  in  the  Ecclejiaftical 
C(?«r/,  and  Excoifamunicated,  at  the  Suit  of 
Benjamin  Fer rand  Vf2x6itn^  for  a  Church-Rate 
(fo  called)  and  for  Ohventions  or  Oblations 
demanded  by  ^omas  Ferrand  Prieft  df  Bingley. 

[  H  ]  William  Stockton  of  FarndaU 
was  profecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at 
the  Suit  of  Luke  Smelt  Parfon  of  Leftingham^ 

[  I  1  Thomas  Benson,  John  Thack- 
rah  the  Elder  and  John  Thackrah  the 
Younger,  of  GuiJderfome  in  the  Parifti  of  Bat  ley  ^       * 

Z  were 


rant  from  Juftices  of  the  Peace,  grounded  on  a 
Certificate  from  the  Ecclejiajiical  Courts  and  conti- 
nued Prilbncr  above  a  Year,  for  a  Demand  of 
13s.  4d. 

[  H  J  The  Parfon's  Demand  on  Stockton  was 
5/.  for  Tithes  for  above  Eighteen  Years  pad,  and 
a  Mortuary  ;  but  afterward  he  dropc  his  Suit,  and 
took  his  Demand  by  Juftices  Warrant. 

[  I  ]  The  Demand  on  Thomas  Benfon  and  John 
Thackrah  the  Elder  was  4^.  per  Annum  each  for  29 
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were  profccuted  in  the  Ecclefiajiical  Court  for 
Clerks  Wages,  at  the  Suit  of  William  Sunyer 
Clerk  of  the  Pariih. 

1729.  John  Battersbee  and  Leonard  Bat- 
TERSBEE  oiSlaitburn  were  profecuted  in  the 
Ecclefiajiical  Court  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of 
John  Parker  Tithe-farmer,  under  Edmund 
T^ownley  Red:or  of  Slaitburn. 

1731-  [  K  ]  William  Gott  of  Scarborough 
was  profecuted  in  the  Ecclefiajiical  Court y  by 
Richard  Boddy y  Agent  for  liomas  Whitehead 
and  William  Doncan  Tithe-farmers   deceafed. 

^732.  [  ^  ]  Thomas  Smith,  Joshua  Pinder 
and  Matthew  Maire,  of  Owftwick^  were 
profecuted  in  the  Ecclefiajiical  Court  for  Qerk's 
Wages,  at  the  Suit  of  Chrifiopber  PouUin  Parirfi 
Clerk  of  Garton. 

Thomas  Smith  and  Matthew  Maire, 
aforefaid,  were  again  profecuted  in  the  Ecclefia- 
fiical  Court  for  Marriage  Fees,  at  the  Suit  of 
the  faid  Chrifiopher  Poullin. 

Anne 

Years,  and  on  John  Tbackrah  the  Younger  4 J.  per 
jlnKum- for  four  Years,  for  which  they  were  all 
Excommunicated. 

[  K  3  This  Profecution  was  carried  on  to  the 
Excommunication  of  the  faid  William  Gott.  After 
which  the  Prorecutor  applied  for  a  Juftices  War- 
rant, and  took  by  Diftrefs  his  Demand,  being  for 
fevcn  Perfons  for  ten  Years  Eafter-OfFerings  at 
2  J.  per  Annum  tTichy  and  6d.  for  a  Malt-Kiln. 

[  L  ]  The  Sums  demanded  for  Clerk's  Wa- 
ges, were  L.  S.  D. 
Of  Thomas  Smithy  018 

And  of  Jojiua  Pinder^  050 
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Anne  Day  of  Knarejborougb  Widow,  an 
Ancient  Woman,  was  profecutcd  in  the  Eccle^ 
Jiafiical  Court  at  Richmond^  Twenty  Four  Miles 
from  the  Place  of  her  abode,  for  a  Demand  of 
One  Shilling  and  Six  Pence  for  a  Church-Rate 
(fo  called)  at  the  Suit  of  Francis  Shepherd  and 
yohn  Lawjbn  Wardens  of  Knarejborough. 

William  Foster  was  profecuted  in  the 
Common  Pleas  for  about  5/.  los.  demanded  for 
Tithes,  at  tSe  Suit  of  Francis  Robinjin  Tithe- 
farmer. 

Timothy  Clark  of  the  Haugh  was  profe- 
cuted in  the  Ecclejiajiical  Court  for  a  Demand 
of  One  Shilling  for  a  Church-Sefs  (fo  called)  at 
the  Suit  of  Thomas  Hurji  oi  Greajeborough. 

John  Leppington  the  Elder,  of  Oujham^     1733- 
was  profecuted  in  the  Ecclejiajiical  Court  for 
about  Ten  Shillings  demanded  for  Tithes,  at 

the  Suit  of Thwickett  Tithe-farmer  of 

the  Chapelry  of  Bradjield. 

[  M  ]  Ambrose  Stickney  of  Rijby^  in  1734. 
the  Parifh  of  Rowley ^  was  profecuted  in  the  Eccle- 
Jiajiical  Court  for  One  Penny  demanded  for  a 
Church-Rate  (fo  called)  at  the  Suit  of  Samuel 
Green  and  Thomas  Eaton  Wardens  in  the  Parifh 
of  Cottingham. 

Thomas  Knowles  of  Knarejborough  was 
profecuted  in  xht  Ecclejiajiical  Court  at  Richmond 
for  a  Church-Rate  (fo  called)  at  the  Suit  of 

Z  2  Aaron 


[  M  ]    This  Profecution  of  Ambrofe  Stickney  was 
put  a  Stop  to  by  the  kind  Inter pofiuon  oV   £U\kcT 
JJra^Sa^Efq;  Me/nber  of  Ps^rUamcniiov  Bc^erl^* 
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Aardfi  Matmby and  Pbitip  DixonWzrdcnSy  and 
Excommunicated. 

J735*  [  -^  1  Thomas  ]Brady  of  Ihme  wa^ 
profbcoted  at  the  Vifibition  at  Dencajier^  by 
Richard  Ainjley  of  Stainfortb,  for  a  Demand 
of  Five  Pence  for  a  Church4Ute  (fo  called.) 

Benjamin  Burn  and  Richard  Ward,  of 
Jiillum^  and  William  Boocock  of  Melkley 
near  PontefroB^  were  profecuted  in  the  £x- 
cbemer  for  imaU  Sums  for  Tithes  feveral  Years 
paft,  at  the  Suit  of  Robert  Robinfon  oiMonk^ 
Fri/lon^  Tithe-former  under  the  Prebend  of 
Wefton.    This  Suit  is  yet  depending. 

[  O  ]  Abiah  Wells  Widow  wa$  jmtoIc- 
cuted  in  the  E^cleftaJHcal  Court  for  a  Mortuary 
for  her  Hufband  deceafed,  at  the  Suit  of  John 
Burne  Parfon  of  the  Parifhes  of  Cajlk  Gate  and 
Spunier  Gate^  in  the  City  of  Tork. 
•76  t  ^  3  Jeremiah  Towse  oiKelfield  near 
^73^'  Seliyvfas  profecutcd  in  the  Cornmon  Pkas  for 
Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  Mark  Hicks  Tithe- 
fiinner. 

Thomas 


[  N  ]     This  Profecution  ceafed,  the  Profecu- 
tor  R,  Ainjley  being  fince  deceafcd. 

[  O  ]     The  Widow  fFells  died  fome    Time 
after,  and  fo  the  jftofecution  ended. 

[  P  ]  The  Tithc-farmer*s  Demand  on  Jere- 
miah Towfe  was  3/.  6s.  8^.  for  Tithe  of  about  ha^f 
?in  Acre,  the  whole  Crop  of  which  was  about  half 
a  Cart-load,  and  that  fo  dnmagM,  that  a  Ncigh- 

'>ur  who  viewed  the  fame,  declared,  that  he  did 

it  think  the  Tithe  to  be  worth  Si;:  Pence,     The 
inafecution  is  dcp^hding, 
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[  QJ    Thomas   Stan il and  of  Tiwne    173^ 
was  prolecuted  in  the  Exchequer  fpr  Tithes, 
of  about  Seven  Shillings  Value,   at  the  Suit  of 
Paler  Jackjon  Tither«rmer. 

[  R  ]  THOMAsHAMMONBof  I&r>fcBook- 
fellcr,  and  {{^nryFrankland  of  the  iam^ 
Place  Grocer,  were  prqfecuted  in  the  Buxlejia^ 
fiical  Court  for  a  Chunrh-Rate  (fo  called)  at  the 
Suit  of  Richard  Carn^  and  Richard  Ne^rof^ 
Wardens  of  Cvftk-Gate  Parifh. 

Note,  72^  following  Cafes  nvere  tranfmitted 
from  Yorldhire,  thd  the  Per  Jim  moelt  in 
Counties  adjoyning. 

[  S  ]  John  Moore  of  Over-Gay le^  in  the 
Pafifli  of  T'unfall  and  County  of  Lancajier^ 
was  profecuted  at  Common  Law  for  a  Demand 
of  85.  4/  per  Annum  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of 
yohn  Barritt  Impropriator. 

[  T  ]     Joshua  Storrs  of  Stockwitb  was     17 19, 
profecuted  in  the  Ecclefaftical  Court  at  Tork 
fpr  Tithe,  at  the  Suit  pt  Richard  Kjflkt  Tithe- 
farmer,  Anne 


«^ 


[  Q^]     The  Suit  againftSTi^^tfi  5/0/7/7^;/^ is  alfo  ) 

yet  depending.  •  1 

[  R  1  The  Demand  on  ^Thomas  Hammoud  was 
Pnc  Shtlting,  and  on  Henrj  Frankland  is.  6d. 

S  ]    John  Moore  was  arretted  at  JCfr^y  Ijondf* 
in  H^ejtmorland^  and  committed  to  the  Com- 
mon Goal  at  Appleby  in  that  County. 

[  T  ]  The  Suit  againft  Storrs^  after  near  two 
Years  vexapous  Profecution,  wasdropt,  upon  the 
Death  of  i\ic  Pro/ecu tQr. 


daleu 
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jyz^.  Anne  Watson  Widow,  of  Swinhpe^reet^ 
in  the  Parifh  of  Allendale  in  Northumberland^ 
was  profccutcd  in  the  EcclefaJUcal  Court  at 
Torky  and  Excommunicated,  at  the  Suit  of 
Francis  Graham  Warden,  for  a  Demand  of 
One  ShiUing  for  a  Church-Rate  (fo  called.) 

'1733.  Philip  Harrop  of  Nettk-bill,  in  the  Pa- 
rifli  of  Allendale  afbrefaid,  was  profecuted  in 
the  EccleJiaJUcal  Courts  at  the  Suit  of  Jo/eph 
Roddam  of  fFoolley. 

Henry  Pears  oiBurnfoot^  and  Anthony 
Watson  oi  Swinhope-Jlreet  in  the  Parifh  of 
Allendale^  wcrejprofecuted  in  the  Ecckfiajlical 
Court  at  Tork^  for  a  Demand  of  i  os.  for  Mar- 
riage Fees,  at  the  Suit  of  John  Topham  Parfon. 
Joseph  Jackson  of  Bujh-hill  in  Allendale 
was  profecutcd  in  the  Ecclefiajlical  Courts  for  a 
Demand  of  is.  2d.  for  a  Church-Sefe  (fo  cal- 
led) at  the  Suit  of  John  Stobart  Warden,  and 
pxcommunicated, 
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[  U  ]   TJ  ICHARD  DAVIS  and  William     1697; 

J[\^  Grice  were  profecuted  in  the 
Ecclefiajlical  Court  for.  a  thurch-Rate  (fo  cal- 
led.) * 

[  X  ]    Roger    Jenkins    and    Thomas     1704. 
Jenkins  of  Lauvrecbva,    in  the  County  of 
Monmoutby  were  profecuted  in  the  Exchequer 

for 


[  U  ]  Richard  Davis  and  William  Grice  were 
committed  to  the  Common  Goal  at  Rutheh^^  by  a 
Writ  ^  Excommunicato  capiendo^  in  the  Month 
calPd  April  1697,  and  jD^w  continued  above  two 
Years  Prifoner. 

[  X  ]  '  Roger  and  ^omas  Jenkins  were  profe- 
cuted for  a  Demand  of  ^Iper  Annum  from  tz^  of 
them,  altho*  upon  a  Commiffion  of  Enquiry  they 
proved  againft  Thomas  but  4/.  5s.  for  fi^  Years. 
The  Tithes  due  from  Roger  were  but  for  two 
Years,  of  about  50J.  Value.  The  faid  TTyomas 
Jenkins[was  committed  to  Abergavenny  Goal  on  the 
iithof  theMonthcall'd  y4^nTi698,  and  the  faid 
Roger  Jenkins  was  committed  to  the  famePrifivi  on 
the  24th  of  the  Month  calfd  June  1701,  where 
they  remained  till  the  3  ifk  of  the  Month  caird 
March  1703,  and  then  were  removed  to  Monmouth 
Goal ;  and  on  the  15th  of  the  Month  call'dM^y 
1704,  they  were  brought  up  by  Habeas  Corpus  to 
fVeJlminJlerj  and  by  the  Barons  of  the  Exchequer 
committed  to  the  Fleet  Prifon  on  the  26th  of  the 
fame  Month.    They  were  both  proceeded  againft 


17^ 


IFaUs. 


1^4-    &r  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  Samuel  Hodges  Jm- 
propriator. 

Joshua 


to.a  Decree.  The  Decree  agaiaft  Roger  was  for 
4/.  14J.  6^.  for  two  Tears  Tithes,  and  55/,  for 
CoftsofSuit,  and  fornot  paying  it,  he  was  again 
takea  up  and  committed  to  Moftmoutb  Goal  on  the 
l8th  oTNffVember  1707.  The  Decree  againft  The- 
mat  was  for  25;.  for  Tithetfor  four  Yeart,  and 
6^  6s.  U.  for  CoftsofSuit  (altbo*  his  Efiate  >was 
bat  3/.  toi.  per  Annum)  and  for  not  paying,  he  was 
alfo  committed  to  Marimokth  Goat  on  the  20th  of 
the  Month  called  ..^Z  1708. 

They  bad  taken  trom  them  by  a  SequefiraHon  in 
1710,  as  follows,  viz. 

From  Ri^er,  L.    S.  D. 

Houfhold  Goods  and  Corn,  worth  7  10     6 

A  Tenement,  valued  by  the  SequefiraA 


tm  at  8/.  per  Annunh  yet  i«  out  by 
diem  at  about  3/.  10s.  which  they  kept  , 
till  his  Death,  being  in  Novemhir  1728, 
viz,  Ei^tecn  Years,    the  faid  Tene- 
ment is  nnce  let  at  4/.  per  Annum, 
15  JLoadsofWhea^ 


72 


For  a  Demand  of  about  $os.  Value,    84  10    6 

From?%MMf*  L.    S.  D. 

Corn,  worth  600 

Two  Tenements  valued  by  them  at  2/-  -^ 


15/.  but  really  worth  7/.  loj.  per  An-. 
'•chthe:   '  ----••      ' 

ti  17  ' 
Seven  Years, 


mrin,  which  they  kept  tijl  ASicbaelmiuysi  jo 
'aitci 


Term  1718,  (after  his  Death;  aboveC 
"        ■*    irs,  3 

Befides  Oats  worth  900 

For  about  4I.  5s.  demanded.      Taken    67  i  o  o 
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[  Y  J    Joshua  Williams  of  the  Pari/h    1705. 
of  Cumcarvan,  in  Monmoutbjhire^  was  profc- 
cuted  in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit 
of  William  Ketchmey  Parfon  of  the  iaid  Parifh. 

SiLVANUs  Bevan  of  Swanjea  was  profecuted 
in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithe  Corn,  at  the  Suit 
c^  Anthony  Jf^illiams. 

John  Bevan  of  Lantrijfant  in  Glamorgan-' 
Jhire  was  profecuted  in  the  Ecclejiajiical  Court 
for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  James  Harris  Parfon 
of  the  Parifh. 

Thomas  Merchant  was  profecuted  in  the    1708. 
Exchequer  for  fmall  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  Re-- 
ginald  Evans  Vicar  oiMarabar. 

Robert  Owen  of  the  Parifh  of  Lanegrin  17 n, 
near  Dologelthy  in  Merionethjhire  was  profecu- 
ted in  the  Exchequer^  for  about  Six  Shillings 
per  Annum  for  Eleven  Years  Tithe  of  Corn,  at 
the  Suit  of  Efq;  Herbert  of  Bromfeld  in  Shrop^ 
fljire.  A  a  David 


[  Y  ]  The  Parfon's  Demand  on  Jojhua  mU 
Hams  was  Forty  SniJlings,  for  which,  on  the  i7di 
of  the  Month  called  Juguji  1 705,  was  taken  by  a 
Sequejlration  what  Corn  he  had,  viz. 


L.  S.    D. 

Twenty  Covers  of  Wheat,  worth 

20    0    0 

Six  Covers  of  Peafe, 

400 

Four  Covers  of  Oats, 

I   10    0 

Two  Milch  Kine, 

400 

And  on  the  ift  ot  September  1705, 

7  Horfe-loads  ot  Hay  and  Straw, 

0  10    0 

For  40i.  demanded.    Taken    30    o    o 

—  ■■■■      — — — ^w 

Bcfide  his  Wife's  gleaned  Corn, 
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17 15.  David  Price  of  the  P^/,  in  the  County 
oiMonmoutby  was  profecutcd  in  the  Exchequer ^ 
to  a  Sequejlratioriy  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of 
Roger  liomas  Prieft. 

17 18.  [  Z  ]  William  Osborne  was  profecu- 
ted  in  the  Ecckfiajlical  Court  for  Tithes,  at  the 
Suit  of  T^bomas  Cooper  Parfon  of  Haberly^  and 
George  Lewellin  Parfon  of  Condover. 

John 


[  Z  ]  William  OJborne  was  committed  to  Salop 
Goal  by  a  Writ  de  Excommunicato  capiendo^  about 
the  Month  of  December  17 19,  tho*  fomc  Time 
after  difchargcd  by  a  Superfedeas.  The  two  Par- 
fons  were  very  warm  in  this  ProfecutioD  :  One  of 
them.  Cooper^  having  read  the  Excommunicatum 
againft  IVtlliam  OJborne^  publiflied  among  the 
Neighbours,  that  the  faid  William  could  have  no 
Benefit  of  the  Law  ;  that  any  Man  might  refufc 
to  pay  him  a  juft  Debt ;  that  they  might  lawfiiUy 
fct  fire  to  any  Houfe  that  fliould  entertain  him, 
and  even  knock  him  on  the  Head  as  they  would  a 
mad  Dog.  When  Workmen  were  employed  to 
cut  down  the  faid  William's  Grafs,  the  Parfon  fo 
terrified  them  with  Threats  of  Excommunication, 
that  they  durft  not  proceed  in  their  Work,  till 
they  thought  themfelves  proteded  by  the  Autho- 
rity of  a  neighbouring  Jufticc  of  the  Peace.  The 
other  Parfon,  Lewellin^  came  to  the  Goal,  not  in 
Charity  to  vifit  the  Prifoncr,  but  to  charge  the 
Goaler  to  keep  him  clofe,  and  (hew  him  no  Svour. 
The  Tithe  claimed  by  one  of  thofe  Parfons,  was 
rdJuedac  bat  6s.  8  J.  being  for  TeutUof  Hetbagp. 


whales]  179 

[  A  ]    John   Bevan   of    Lantrijfant.  in    1720* 
Gtamorganjhire  was  profecuted   in  the  Ecclefir 
a/lical  Court  for  finall  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of    ' 
yames  Harris  Parfbn. 

[  B  ]     Daniel  Williams  of  Langbome    172  f. 
in  South  PTales  was  profecuted  in  the  Chancery 
Court  oi  tht  Grand  Sejfions  zt  Carmarthen  for 
Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  Thomas  Philips  Vicar. 

A  a  2  Jane 


[  A  ]  John  Bevan  was  committed  to  Cardiff 
Goal  on  a  Writ  de  Excommunicato  capiendo  in  the 
Month  calPd  Augufi  1720,  but  was  difcharged  at 
the  Aflizes  about  a  Month  after,  and  the  Parfon 
afterward  took  his  Demand  by  Juftices  Warrant, 

[  B  ]  The  Vicar*s  Demand  on  D^wV/ ^i//ij»iJ 
was  about  u.  6^.  and  his  Son,  not  a  ^aker^  ten- 
dred  the  Vicar  Five  Shillings,  before  any  Proie- 
cution  began,  bidding  him  take  his  Due  for  his 
Father's  Tithe  ;  but  the  Vicar  refufcd  it,  and  re- 
plied, Daniel  muftfuffer.  He  was  committed  to 
Carmarthen  Goal  on  the  16th  of  the  Month  called 
jlriguji  1 72 1.  On  the  2 2d  of  the  fame  Month  he 
was  brought  into  Court,  and  recommitted  to  Pri- 
fon,  where  he  continued  about  fifteen  Months. 
On  the  25th  of  the  fame  Month,  an  Order  of  Court 
was  iiTued  for  Entring  upon  and  Sequeftring  all  his 
Eftate  Real  and  Perfonal ;  which  was  afterward 
executed  :  His  Goods,  worth  about  20/.  were 
feized,  and  difpos'd  of  without  Appraifment.  His 
Freehold  Eftate,  worth  about  80/.  was  alfo  feisxd : 
The  Perfons  who  made  the  Seizure,  would  not 
permit  the  faid  Daniels  Daughter,  then  in  the 
Houfe,  to  take  her  own  Wearing  Apparel,  till 
pcrfwaded  to  it,  with  much  ado,  by  one  of  their 
own  Company :  They  turnM  her  out  of  Doors, 
lockt  up  the  Houfe,  and  took  the  Key  with  them* 
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1726.  [  C  ]  Jane  Lloyd,  of  tKc  ParifH  of 
Lanvaretb  in  the  County  of  Radnor^  Widow, 
was  profecutcd  in  the  Ecclejmjikal  Cotfrt  for 
Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  Thmas  fFillidms  Reilor. 

1727.  Thomas  Williams,  Thomas  Evans  and 
GwEN  George  Widow,  were  profecuted  in 
the  Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  T!&o- 
tnas  Davis  Tithe-fiirmer.  George 


On  the  1 2th  of  September  1724,  thcfaid  Darnel, 
by  his  Council,  moved  the  Court,  that  the  faid 
Sequcftration  might  be  difcharged  i  whereupon  it 
was  referred  to  the  Regifter  to  examine,and  certify, 
whether  the  fame  did  regularly  iflue  out,  or  not : 
Upon  his  Report  in  the  Affirmative,  the  Sequcftra- 
tion was  confirm'd ;  and  an  Order  of  Court  was 
made,  requiring  the  faid  Daniel  to  pay  the  Plaintiff 
his  Cofts  of  the  faid  Reference,  which  were  taxed 

His  faid  Freehold,  fo  far  as  we  underftand,  con- 
tinues fubjeft  to  the  Sequcftration ;  and  although 
fome  Years  fince  he  cntrcd  his  Dwelling-houfe 
again,  finding  the  Door  unlockt,  yet  it  doth  not 
appear,  that  he  is  in  the  legal  Poffcffion  of  it,  or 
hasany  Power  to  difpofeof,  or  fell  it,  how  pref- 
ling  foever  his  Neceffities  may  be,  but  is  liable  to 
be  turnM  out  at  his  Adverfary's  Pleafure. 

[  C  ]  This  poor  Widow  was  fummonM  to  the 
BiJhop^s  Court  held  at  Brecon:  But  it  being  Winter, 
awctSeafon,  and  the  Floods  dangerous,  flic  was 
prevented  from  going  thither;  and  upon  Failure 
of  Appearance,  pronounced  Contumacious.  In 
the  Month  caJrd  Mijf  1726,  flie  was  committed 
to  the  County  Goal  at  Prejleign  by  Warrant  from 
two  Juftices  of  the  Peace,  grounded  on  a  Certifi- 
cate from  the  Eccleftajlical  Cgurf,  and  continuec^ 
Pnfoncr  about  S«  Monihs, 
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f  0  ]  George  Brawne  and  ikicHARD 
Edwards  were  profecuted  in  the  Ecclefiajlical 
Court  for  a  Church-Rate  (fo  called)  at  the  Suit 
of  "^ojeph  Mugglefion  arid  George  Walker  War- 
dens or  Cbadds  Parifh  in  Sbret^ury. 

Elizabeth  Sherburne  of  Swanzy  was 
profecuted  in  the  Ecclejtajlical  Court  for  not 
paying  to  the  Repairs  of  the  ParHh  Worfliip- 
houfe. 

Thomas  Evans  and  Gwen  George  Wi-  1728. 
dow,  were  profecuted  at  the  Great  Seffions 
held  for  the  Counties  of  Carmarthen^  Cardi^ 
gan  and  Pembroke,  in  JValeSy  for  Tithes,  at 
the  Suit  of  Hjomas  DaviSy  Mary  Davis  Wi- 
dow, Evan  Davis  and  William  Th)maSy  Tithe- 
farmers. 

[  E  ]  JoHiii  Richards  and  James  Lewis,  1730. 
were  profecuted  in  the  Exchequer  fqr  Tithes,  at 
the  Suit  of  Jo/tab  Projer  Prieft. 

John  Simpson  was  profecuted  ia  the  Ecck--    1734. 

Jiafiical  Court  for  Nine  Shillings  demanded  for 

a  Church-Rate  (fo  called)  at  the  Suit  of  Edward 

Pparfe  and  William  Futrell  Wardens  of  jfuliarPs 

Parifli  in  Shrewfiury.  John 

[  D  ]  The  Demand  made  on  Brawne  was  but 
IS.  6d.  znd  on  Edwards  but  gi^  The  Profccution 
was  carried  on  till  the  Charges  came  to  above  61. 

[  E  ]  The  Parfon's  Demand  was,  on  Richards 
about  40J.  per  Annum,  and  on  Lewis^  about  5/. 
fer  Annum,  for  two  Years  each  :  They  were  both 
committt^d  to  Monmouth  Goal  about  the  Month 
called  July  173  i,  and  continued  there  above  a 
Year,  being  difchargcd  about  the  3d  of  the 
Month  called   Auguft   1732,  by  the  Profecv\l.o\f^ 
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*735*  [  ^  ]  John  Hughes  and  Joshua  Hughes 
of  Llandegley  in  Radnorjhire^  were  profccutcd 
for  Tithes,  in  the  Chancery  Court  of  the  great 
Scffions  for  the  Counties  of  Glamorgan^  Brecon 
and  Radnor^  at  the  Suit  of  Gabriel  PoweL 

[  F  ]     The  Profccutor,    Gabriel  Powel,  died 

during  the  Profccution:   After  his  Death,  John 

Powell  hb  Son,  renew'd  the  Suit  in  the  faid  Court ; 

their  Demand  for  4  Years  Tithes,  was    L.    S.   D. 

From  John  Hughes  163 

And  from  y0/hia  Hughes         4     i     9 

In  all     5§    o" 

For  which  the  faid  John  Hughes  had  taken  from 
him  by  a  Sequeftration  on  the  14th  of  Oilober  1 736, 
His    Bed,   Bed-clothes,   and    other  ?  ^  ^ 

Houfliold  Stuff,  worth  J  ^    5     • 

And  the  faid  Jojbua  Hughes  had  taken 
trom  him  about  the  fame  time. 
Seven  Cows,  a  Bull,  Two  Oxen,   1      ^ 
One  Horfe,  and  OneMare,  valued  at  J    ^    ^    ^ 
Bcfide  which  he  had  Two  7    ^ 
Mows  of  Corn  fcized  worth  J 


^m 


For  5/.  8s.  od.  demanded  ;  feized        40  5     6 

The  faid  Jq/hua  Hughes  is  an  Honeft  Induftrious 
Man,  and  Rents  a  fmall  Farm  rated  but  at  i^lper 
Annum  ;  out  of  which  he  had  a  large  Family  to 
maintain,  a  (ickly  Wife,  and  five  Children  :  In 
thcfe  Circumflanccs,  fuch  a  Lofs  muft  be  not  only 
a  very  great  Grievance  to  the  Sufferer,  but  an  In- 
dication of  much  Severity  in  the  Profecutor.  In 
the  Cafe  of  John  HugbeSj  the  PlaintifPs  Agent 
took  all  he  could  find  ;  but,  the  honeft  poor  Man, 
having  firfl  taken  Care  to  pay  his  juft  Debts,  left 
the  left  of  his  Subftance  for  a  Prey  to  the  Profe- 
cutor. 

An 
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APPENDIX, 

Containing 

L  An  Account  of  Several  Prosecutions 
commenced  this  prefent  Year  173  6, 

CHESHIRE. 

JOHN  WALKER  and  Jofcph  Stretch  profecuted 
in  the  Ecclefiaftical  Court  at  Macclesfield  for 
4s.  9d.  demanded  of  each  of  tbcmfor  a  Cburch^ 
Rale^  were  excommunicated. 

ESSEX. 

Robert  Levitt  and  John  Jafber  projecuted  in  the  Ex- 
chequer, at  the  Suit  (j/*  Titus  Wendy  Vicar  of 
Stebbing,  for  a  Demand  of  about  7I.  ^bes  from 
hotb  of  tbem. 

John  Jafper  aforefaid^  profecuted  in  tbe  Exchequer^ 
at  the  Suit  of  D^vid  Fearn  Tttbe-farmer^  for  Tubes 
of  about  25s.  value. 

LINCOLNSHIRE. 

John  Burnet /Iff i  Levi  Pocklington  ^Friskney/r^- 
fecuted  in  tbe  Exchequer,  at  tbe  Suit  of  Robert 
Cobb  and  Adlard  Cuthbert  Tttbe-farmers,  as 
mentioned  in  fzg.  7  5  foregoing. 

LON. 
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LONDON. 

Philip  Gwillim  and  Benjamin  Bafliam  profecutei 
tn  Chancery  for  Titber  of  Houfes^  at  the  Suit  of 
Thomas  Kynafton  Vicar  and  Impropriator ^  of  the 
Parifh  q/'AWgFttc. 

OXFORDSHIRE. 

Stephen  JsLvrttt  proficuted  in  the  Ecclefiaftica]  Court 
for  three  Tears  tithes  at  i^.  |>cr  Anqum,  and 
for  a  Pt^ardens  Levy  at  4s.'  at  the  Suit  of  Pa'rfon 
Afplm  ^Hotntoh. 

SOMERSETSHIRE. 

Jofeph  Metford  of  Glaftonbury  profecuted  in  the 
EcclefiafticalCoart  at  Wells,  for  about  ^0%.  for 
two  lean  Tttbes^  at  the  Suit  of  Thomas  Blake 
Titbefarmtr. 

YORKSHIRE. 

Jeremiah  Towfe^/Kel field />r(j/?r«/^i  in  the  Com- 
mon Pleas  on  the  Statute  for  Treble  Damages^  as 
mentioned  in  p^g.  iy7  foregoing: 

Thomas  Staniland^/Thorne  profecuted  in  the  Ex- 
chequer/?r  about  ys.  Tithes j  at  the  Suit  of  Paler 
Jackfon,  as  mentioned  in  m%  17 3  foregoing. 

Thomas  Hammond  of  YorU  Bookfellery.andtitnry 
Prankland  of  the  fame^  Grocer^  profecuted  in 
/A^Ecclefiaftical  Court  for  a  Churcb-Ratey  as  is 
alfo  mentioned  in  ]p2Lg.  i  y  3  foregoing. 

WALE  S. 

John  Hughes  and  Jo/hua  Hughes  of  Llandeglcy 
in  kadnorlhire  projecuted  for  Tithes  in  the  Chan- 
cery Court  of  the  GrcatScffions,  as  is  mentioned  in 
pag.  li 2  foregoing. 

U.    A 
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n,  A  List  of  fome  of  the  "Tedioui  Impri- 
Jbnments  mentioned  in  the  foregoing  C?/- 
leBian,  and  the  Caufei  of  them,  with  a 
Reference  to  the  Fagei  where  they  are  par- 
ticularly fpecified. 

WILLIAM  FRANCIS  imprifon'd  19  Months 
for  a  Groat,    p.  2. 
Adam  Laurence,  ann  Elizabeth  Vokins  JVldow, 

imprifoH'd  between  Six  and  Seven  Tears  for   about 

nine  Shtl  lings /r««  both  ef  them.  p.  4. 
William  Wright  for  eight  Pounds,  trnfrijon^d  eight 

Tears  and  eight  Months,  p.  10. 
John  Tydd  fir  thirty  two  Shillings,  imprifon'd  fix 

Tears  and  two  Months,  p.  1 1. 
Richard  Hitchins  a  Prifoner  feyen  Tears  for  il.  19s. 

6d.  p.  17. 
Samuel  Brown/ir  thirty  Shillings  imprijbn'd  nineteen 

Months,  ibid. 
William  Greenhow,   Emanuel  Todhunter,  Jolm 

Sowerby,  aWJofhuaMark,  imprifoned fix  Tears 

and  two  Months  for  fmall  Tithes,  p.  19,20, 
Ann  Henderlbn  and  her  Son  imprifoned  1 1  Months 

for  one  Penny  Tithe  of  IVool,  p,  22. 
Jane  Splatt,  aged  feventy  Tears,  imprifoned  2   Tears 

and  a  Month  for  Tithe "Siorib'  fourteen  Pence,  p. 

28,  29.  ' 
Andrew  Gofs  imprifon'd  about  2 1  Months  Jcr  four 

Shillings,  p.  ^o. 
George  Harris  i»jpr(/oflV  7  Months  for  los.    p.  25- 
Ann  Seymour  Widow,    imprifon'd  near  fxo  Tears 

for  £^.  5d.-i  ibid. 
Thomas  Kipling  imprifoned  tKO  Tears  for  a  Mar- 
riage Fee.  p.  38. 

B  b  Thomas 
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Thomas  Pettitt  imprifon^d  three  Tears  and  an  half 

for  il.  13s.  p.  40. 
Robert  Hubberfty  imprifon^d  two  Tears  and  eight 

Months  for  6\.  los.  Tithes,  p.  65. 
William  Waithman  tmprifon  d  two  Tears  for  20s. 

and^^.  p.  66. 
Daniel  Ahrahzm  imprifon*d  between  two  and  three 

Tears  for  is.  8d.  ibid. 
Ifrael  Fell  imprifon^d  four  Tears  for  one  Shilling. 

p.  68. 
John  Cartmel!  imprifon*d  three  Tears  fir  6s.  8d.  ibid". 
Valentine  Gregory  nine  Month's  for  i6s.  p.  69. 
Gabriel  Gregory  nine  Months  for  2s.  ibia. 
John  Richards  imprifotC d for  fmall  Tithes  five  Tears 

till  he  died.  p.  70. 
kobert  Coulin  imprifon*d8  Months  for  6d.  p.  71. 
Thomas  Winder  imprifon*d  4  Tears  for  2I.  3s.  6d. 

'    P-7i»  72.    .  * 

John  Conftantine  Prifoner  about  5   Tears  for  Tithe 

'   of  a  little  Garden,  p.  82. 

Thomas  Pitftow  and  Michael  Holmes,    Prifoners 

near  2  Tears  for  Tithe  of  their  dwelling  Houfes. 

p.  83. 
James  Bateman  imprifon*d  about  9  Months  for  a 

Church-Rate.  p.  89. 
Charles  Barrett  imprifon^d  9  Months  for  lefs  than 

15s.  ibid. 
Robert  Manfer  imprifon'd  3  Tears  and  2  Months  for 

fmall  Tithes,  ibid. 
Thomas  Binion,  blind  and  deafy  aged  g  1  ^  imprifon^ d 

in  Northampton  Goal  fever  al  Months  for  Tithes  at 

5I.  per  Annum,  p.  92. 
Matthew  Statham  imprifon^dg  Months  for  6s.  p.  96. 
Samuel  Johnf  on  imprifon^d  above  a  Tear  for  6d.  p.97. 
Edward  Lord  imprifon^d^  Tears  and  an  half  for  3I. 

P-  99^ 

Elizabeth 
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plizabeth  Huglics  fVidow^  having  fix  Fatberlefi 
Children  J  imprifor^d  about  1 6  Months^  for  Tithes 

.    pretended  to  be  due  from  her  Mother  deceafed.  ibid. 

Francis  Braineyj?r  5I.  imprijbn*d  fome  Tears  till  he 
died.  p.  115. 

Charles  Bewfey  imprifon*d  above  5  Tears  for  7I. 
los.    ibid. 

John  Blower  imprifon^d  9  Months  for  Eafter- Offer- 
ings,     p.  122. 

Robert  Brigbtwell /^i/n/o^'ii  14  Months  for  2  is. 

p.  124,  125. 
Robert  Belfon  imprifon^d  2  Tears  for  9s.  4d.  p.  128. 
John  Gopfill  and  William  Townfend  impriforid 

about  2  Tears  for  ^  Church-Rate.    ibid. 
Andrew  Sheppard  impriforid  about  fix    Tears  for 

Tithe  of  s\.  per  Annum,     p.  138. 
William  King  imprifon^d  19  Months  for  23s.  p.  144. 
Jane  Robinfon  U^dow,    imprifon*d  9  Months  for 

Tithe  of  Apples^  Bees^  &c.     ibid. 
Hannah  Wakefield  ^j«  J  Agnes  Coupland,  the  latter 

bui\  8  Tears  of  Age,  imprifon*d  1 1  Months  for  a 

Mortuary,    p.  147. 
Thomas  Savage  imprifon*d  10  Months  for  3s.  4d. 

p.  148. 
William  Banbury  imprifin^d  about  a  Tear^  till  he 

diedy  for  il.  los.    p.  151,  152. 
Robert  Grimes, /ir  15s.  imprifon*d  about  a  Tear j 

and  died  Prifoner.  ibid. 
John  Fowler  imprifon* d  about  a  Tear  and  an  half  for 

il.  los.    ibid. 
George  Shaw/(?r  2s  8d.  tf»i  William  Shaw  for  13s. 

4d.  imprifon^d  5  Tears  and  s  Months,  p.  158. 
Jofcph  Smith  tf»^  Thomas  Bird,  for  a  Church-Rate 

imprijbn'd  8  Tears  aad  4  Months,  ibid. 
Edward  Walker  for  3s.  4d.  impriforid  9  Tears  and 

3  garters,  p.  159. 

B  b  2  Richard 
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Richard  Parrott  imprifinCd  9  Years  for  Eafteri 

OSerings.   p.  i6o. 
Samuel  &)anton  imprijoifd  about  7  Months  till  be 

diedj  for  30s.   ibid. 
Richard  Kendall  imprilMd  2  Tears  and  7  JMbntbSy 

till  be  died^  fori].  15s.  p.  i6i. 
Bofwell  Middleton  imprifon^d  five  Tears  for  Forty 

Shillings,    p.  163. 
Ann  Green  imprijoned  almoji  z  Tears  for  fmall  Tithes 

and  a  Mortuary,   ibid. 
Bofwell   Middleton  imprifosfd  above  10  Tears  for 

fmall  Tithes,    p.  164. 
Jofeph  Fryer  about  5  Tears  for  3s.  9d.    p.  166; 
Jofeph  Simpbn  imprifoffd  18  Months  for  fmall 

Tubes,   p.  1 68, 
Richard  Davb  imprifoifd  above   2    Tears  for    a 

Church-Rate.   p.  175. 
T^ogtr  Jenkins  for  about  50s.  and  Thomzs  Jenkins 

for  about  4I!?  5s.  imprifon* d  feveral  Tears,  ibid. 
Daniel  Williams/^r  i8d.  in^fon^d  15  Months,    p. 

179. 
John  Richards /(7r  4I.  and  James  Lewis  for  ids, 

imprifoned  above  a  Tear.  p.  180. 


Thcfe,  and  many  other  Imprijonments^  for  Sums 
eafily  recoverable,  fufiiciently  demonftrate,  that 
too  many  of  the  Claimers  of  Tttbesj  and  other 
Eccleftaftical  Demands^  do  diftinguifli  themfelvcs  by 
a  Severity  unufual  among  other  Men :  For  what 
Tradefman  will  caft  his  Debtor  into  Goal,  if  he  can 
have  his  Demand  without  it  ?  Or  what  Landlord 
will  ruin  his  Tenant  by  a  chargeable  Profecution 
at  Law,  for  Rent  recoverable  by  Dijirefs  ?  Such  a 
Proceeding  in  thofe  Cafes  would  expofe  a  Man 
to  tubhck  Cenfure. 


Certainly, 
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Certainly,  PraSiceSj  fo  difagreeable  co  humane 
Societjy  are  far  from  the  Nature  of  True  Religm  ; 
nor  IS  it  eafy  to  reconcile  with  the  Principles  of 
Cbrijiian  Charity ^  the  great  Vneafinefs  fome  Men 
have  difcovered  at  the  Apprehenfions  of  being  re- 
ftrided  to  common  Humanity. 


FINIS. 


N.  B.  fhert  terngjime  DefeS  m  the  Cafe  marled 
f  O  ]  p.  127,  mid  im  ibi  Note  thereon :  The 
Keawr  is  defiredie  read  thefmd  Cafe  and  Note 
as  Mkwsy  viz. 

fbe  CAS  E. 
JoHx Scales  of  Pak^etd^  and  Caleb  Clark 
of  Kirldy^  were  profecuted  in  the  Eccleftaftical  Court 
at  Norwicb  for  Small  Tithes  and  Eafter-OfFcrings, 
at  the  Suit  of  Plnlip  Ricbardjom  Parfon  of  both  thofe 
Pariihes. 

The  N  O  T  E. 
9Sf  Demand  on  Scales  was  far  One  Tear^s  Tttbe  of 
M  P^inle^  the  Tearly  Rent  whereof  was  but  Ten 
Shillings,  and  Two  Pence  fur  One  Xeae^s  Rafttr- 
Offerim. 

ne  Demand  on  Clark  was  for  twelve  Tears  Eafter 
Offerings^  at  2d.  per  Annum,  for  which.  Sentence 
was  decreed  againft  blm  in  the  Ecclefiaftical  Court: 
But  his  £xcommunica.tion  and  Imprifonment  were 
prevented  by  the  charitable  Inierpofttion  of  a  Clergy- 
man at  Norwich,  who,  *tis  faid,  paid  about  Seven 
Pounds  tofatisfy  the  Court  and  the  Profecutor. 

E  R  RAT  J. 

PAG.  10.  in  tht  Margin,  for  1796,  read  1696/ 
p.  12-  in  the  iSfc/tf  [  y  ]  for  1733,  read  1723, 
p,  44. 1.  II.  in  fome  of  the  Copies  for  Joan  read 
John.  p.  75. 1. 5,  6.  for  Richard  read  Adlard. 
p.  81. 1.  2.  forSHEWiN  readSHERwiN.  p.  92.  in 
the  Note  [O  ]  for  31.  read  31  j.  p.  134  1,  n.  for 
Metcale  read  Metcalf.  p.  167.  1.  4.  for 
Abraham  read  Archelaus.  p.  182.  1.  19.  in 
the  Note  [  F  ]  in  fome  of  the  Copies  for  John  read 
Jofiua. 
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THE 


INTRODUCTION. 


THE  Brief  Account,  &?r.  &,  in  the 
ffTfok  and  every  Part  of  It,  a  complicated 
Charge  of  JlUwilly  Vexatioufitefs^  and  Q^ 
preffion^  faid  to  be  exemplified  in  1180  Inftances^ 
and  brought  by  the  Siuakers^  who  ofpfe  the  Law 
c(  their  Country,  againfti  Fellow-Subjefts,  a&h^ 
under  that  Law^  in  a  matter  of  Properly :  And  the 
Defign  of  Thofe  who  have  brought  this  esttraordi- 
nary  Charge,  is,  to  obtain  an  Alteration  of  the  Law 
in  their  Favour,  or,  in  other  Words,  **  to  efuou^ 
•*  ri^e  andfupport  the  Quaker  in  fitting  up  a  Rights 
•*  upon  the  Plea  of  Confiience^  to  another  Man^s  Eft  at e.^ 
Thefe  latter  Words  are  borrowed  from  a  moft  cx*^ 
celleni^  Writer ;  and  the  Explanation,  by  which  H$ 
infbrces*  and  illuftrates  the  Aflertion,  in  the  Para* 
graphs  immediately  following,  exprefles  the  funda^- 
mental  Point,  upon  which  this  Difpute  turns,  with 
a  Force  and  Cleamefs,  that  muft  be  very  acceptable 
to  every  Reader  of  Tafte  and  Judgment.    Thus 

then  He  goes  on.   ♦ "  I  fay  to  another  Man's 

**  Eftate ;  and  I  wilh  the  ^aker^s  Conicience  could 
*^  be  examined  in  this  Point.    Is  he  a  Land-Owiierf 

*  See  the  C§uHify  Pmrjmfs  Ptem^jf.  2;.  in  a  Colleftioa  of  Pa- 
pen  fthtifig  to  die  ^gakrs  Tythe-Bill  pabUihtd  m  \-]^W. 
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^^  Let  him  be  aflced,  upon  his  Confcience,  whether 
•*  he  paid  any  Confideration  to  the  Vender  of  the 
**  Land  beyond  the  ufual  Price,  and  upon  Suppofi- 
*^  tion  that  no  Tythes  would  be  due  fh)m  his  Land  ? 
*^  Is  he  a  Farmer  ?  Let  him  be  aiked,  whether  be 
*^  pays  more  Rent  than  Churchmen  ufed  to  give 
*^  lor  the  Farm,  in  confideration  of  his  paying  no 
*^  Tytbe  }  \i  he  cannot  fay,  that  he  either  bought 
*^  or  hired  the  Tythe,  (and  he  can  (ay  neither) 
**  what  Tide  has  he  to  it  ?  He  pofleflb  himfelf  of 
**  it,  and  cannot  poflibly  (hew  any  Right  to  it^ 
^^  and  therefore  there  muft  needs  be  another  Owner, 
who  has  a  jufi  Right  to  it.  But  the  ^aker^  it 
feems,  cannot  in  Confcience  part  with  it ;  i.  e.  he 
*^  cannot  in  Confcience  permit  his  Neighbour  to  have 
•*  and  enjoy  bis  own  Property.— To  fecure  Pro- 
**  perty,  is  one  main  End  of  Government  y  and 
^^  therefore  all  Opinions^  all  PraSiceSy  inconfiftent 
**  with  the  Prefervation  of  Property,  are .  alfo  in- 
*^  confident  with  Government  and  Society.  And 
**  I  conceive,  this  is  the  .only  Inftance  of  an  Ap- 
<*  plication  to  any  Government  in  the  known 
<^  World,  to  countenance  an  Opinion  deffa-uftive 
•*  to  the  Property  of  any  of  the  Subjefts.**  i 

Perhaps,  Many  will  be  of  opinion,  that  the  Brief 
Accounty  as  publilhed  to  fiipport  a  Requeft  oppofite 
to  the  firft  Principles  of  found  Policy,  and  made 
to  the  Legiflature  by  a  Handful  of  the  Nation  againft 
the  Whole,  (fo  fer  as  any  Members  of  the  Com- 
taunity  have  an  Intereft  m  Tythes,)  is  fufEciendy 
anfwered  in  the  above  Quotation,  without  entering 
minutely  into  Particulars.  Accordingly,  the  Laity 
have,  as  they  well  might,  defpifed  an  Accufationj 
that  rcfted  folely  upon  the  hare  Aflertlon  of  felf^ 
interejied  Accufers.  But  the  Clergy^  whofe  Reputa- 
tion is  more  immediately  (truck  at  in  this  Com- 
*  lAt,  and  more  liable  to  be  wounded  by  an  Afper- 

don<» 
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fion,  which  reprefents  Jlfem  as  being  of  a  Temper 
direAly  contrary  to  the  Religion  they  profefs  to 
teach,  have  printed  diftin£t  Anfwers  to  feveral  Parts 
of  this  unprecedented  Pamphlet :  And  the  fakers 
have  replied  in  the  fame  Spirit  and  Genius  of  De- 
tradion»  with  which  the  Pamphlet  itfelf  was  drawa 
up. 

The  following  is  an  Examination  of  that  Pare 
which  concerns  the  Clergy  of  the  Diocefe  of  Tork^ 
——But  before  the  Qifes,  that  fall  within  thb  Dfr* 
fign,  can  be  fb  properly  dilcufled,  or  fb  eafily 
judged  of,  it  is  necellary  to  ftate  what  Meaiure 
of  Credibility  in  general  is  to  be  allowed  to  the  Brief 
Account ;  and  this  will  be  done  by  confideriog  the 
Nature  and  fuUequent  Application  of  the  Original 
Memoirs,  upon  which  the  Brief  Account  was  com- 
piled :  after  which,  the  Cavils  urged  in  its  Vindica- 
tion will  be  obviated ;  as  thofe  Cavils  tend  to  perplex 
the  main  Queftion,  by  raiiing  a  formal  Difpuce  up* 
on  every  fmgle  Profecution ;  and*  muft,  in  conte-* 
quence,  draw  out  the  Matter  in  Debate  to  an  end- 
leis  length,  by  gradually  kindling  up  1 1 80  Contro^ 
verjies. 

Firft  then,  as  to  the  Nature  df  tbefis  original  Me* 
moirsj  we  are  indebted  to  the  fakers  memlelves 
for  a  complete  Difcovery  of  it;  and  confidering 
with  how  much  Secrecy  the  Affairs  of  that  com* 
pa£t  Body  are  condu£bed,  it  might,  without /ib^r 
Afliftance,  have  been  extremely  difficult  to  have 
come  at  this  piece  of  Knowledge  i  at  leaft,  upon 
fuch  Grounds  of  Certainty,  as  would  preclude  Jiem 
from  making  Exceptions :  But  /^[^  can  make  none 
to  their  own  exprefa  Declaradons.  Now  They  have 
exprefsly  declared,  that  ^'  the  Cafes  of  the  Bruf 
*<  Account  were  collected  from  Memoirs  of  the  Fa£b 
^'  regularly  entered  in  Writing|,  when  and  as  chey 
♦*  were  tranfaded.** 
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And  it  hariog  been  jndkioiifly  otgofiod,  fbat  ibi 
SiHriis  m  tbrfi  Mtmmrs  were^  wufi  prSbMy^wudeiipn 
ibi  Rekium  oMd  Credii  of  the  Perfou  Prosicutbd  i 
thqr  awe  fo  6r  from  thinking  Ms  to  he  m  Ob- 
jcffioo,  that  they  confirm  the  Faft  alledgcd  in  i 
and  triomph  in  the  grofi  Partiality  of  dq  ^' 
upon  Alkgadons  of  one  fide  only,  abufing 
nnie  time,  with  a  fcoFriloos  PcrOKu,  a  PlaintiflT  who 
complains  he  ia  injured,  and  defiics  to  be  heard  in 
bit  tnm.  —  <<  Probablt  b  indeed :  For  when 
•<  did  any  PrtfiaOmr^  or  PerfkMimr^  tranfinit  to 
^^  Pofterity  a  Gredible  Acooont  of  hia  own  Sere* 
«<  rity  or  Antidiriftian  Flra^ces?  The  pcofecuted 
f  <  rehted  what  they  felt,  and  the  Smffiam^  them* 
**  ielves  were  of  fi>  publk  a  Native  as  inig^  re* 
*^  move  all  fufpidoo  of  fidfliood.^ 

^  In  the  CircMiar  EpiftU  of  173ft  firora  the 
Yearly  Meeting  held  in  Lmiui^  die  Progreis  of 
each  Narrathe^  fiom  die  firfl:  Delivery  to  die  final 
remftring  of  it  in  dieir  grand  Rq)ofii]ory>  is  regu* 
hny  marked  out.—-*-  ^  It  is  alio  the  cameft  De« 
^^  fire  of  tfaii  Mcedng  —  that  ail  Quarterly  and 
*^  Monthly  Meetings  be  careful  to  advife  their  re* 
<^  jfoeftiye  MemberB  to  biii^  in  the  Accounts  of 
<«  their  Sufeingi,  diat  they  may  be  duly  recorded, 
^<  and  brought  yearly  to  this  Meeting,  agreeable  to 
««  our  Epiftle  1687. 

Thb  Direflion,  we  fee,  runs  in  general  Terms,  /# 
mU  ^arterly  snd  MmObfy  Mxtiags  to  be  careful  to 
4idvUe  tbeir  refpeSroe  Members  to  braig  in  tbe  Accounts 
of  tbeir  Sufferings^  fiom  whence  they  are  to  be  tranfr 
mitttd  yearly  to  d^  General  Meeting  at  London^  to  be 
0tnfy  recorded  \  and  the  Epiftle  of  1687  is  refcmd  to 
»  direfting  the  fime  thin^, 

^  6ee  the ExtiaQi fiom. the Yesrlv  Ef^ftles,  &r.  in  ACoIkftiea 
Oi  ?9pers  idating  to  the  ^bn  'iVthe-Bill,  f  $• 

It 
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It  is  evident  then,  fince  the  Epiftle  of  1732 
agreed  exaAly,  in  this  Refped,  with  the  Epiftle  of 
16879  which  was  written  about  eight  Years  before 
the  paffing  the  Afts  of  7  &  8  of  FTtU.  III.  Ch.  6 
&  34 ;  tlmt  the  paffing  thofe  A£ts  occafioned  w  Va* 
riation  in  this  Article  >  and  confequently,  the  Per* 
fons  profecuted  did  not  from  tbence^  as  from  a  new 
Period,  bring  in  only  an  Account  of  Sufferings  occa* 
fioned  by  Profecutions  in  any  of  the  Courts  of  Law, 
for  Demands  recoverable  by  tbofe  Alls ;  but,  as  be- 
fore, an  Account  of  whatever  they  fufitred,  in  any 
Shape,  for  refufing  to  pay  Tythe, 

&ippofe  now  a  ^aker  bringii^  in  a  Narrative  of 
thb  Sort  to  a  Monthly  or  C^rteriy  Meeting,  in 
Obedience  to  this  Order;  (and  without  doubt  the 
Order  hath  been  all  along  pundually  obeyed  by  a 
People  fb  firmly  linked  together  among  Themfelves, 
and  fuch  rigid  Obfervers  of  the  Rules  and  Maxims 
of  their  Qan^  Is  it  to  be  imagined,  that  his  Bre- 
thren there  would  be  very  cridcal  in  fifting  the 
Grounds  and  Grcumftances  of  the  Profecution,  or 
diftinguifh  about  it  more  nicely  than  their  VireSl.on 
above  required  them  to  do  ?  Or,  when  jfil  of  theoi 
as  Suakersy  in  Point  of  Confcience,  deny  the  geneia) 
Right  to  Tythe,  and  perhaps  Many  of  them  know 
little  more  of  Tythe  than  this,  that  it  is  fbmediing 
they  are  determined  not  to  pay,  can  it  be  thoughc 
that  they  fhould,  without  any  fpecial  Diredtiont 
(which  their  Leaders  in  Town  &em  to  have  avoidol 
giving)  examine  the  Party  upon  the  Spot,  whedier« 
m  the  Cafe  tendered  to  them,  the  Title  was  or  was 
not  in  itfelf  queftionable  or  queftioned  in  Point  of 
Law  ?  Whether  the  ^dker  had,  by  his  own  indif- 
cretiont  betn  inflrumental  in  drawing  the  fuppoliid 
Hardfhip  upon  himfelf  ?  Whether  the  Jufiices  were 
or  were  not  previoufly  applied  to  ?  Whether  Tbiy  re? 
fiiied  to  a£t,  or  He  to  abide  by  their  Determinadoiv^— ^ 
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Further,  No  Quaker  could  make  a  certain  Efti- 
mate  of  his  Suffering  from  any  Suit  for  Tythe,  till 
the  Determination  of  it ;  and  as  he  could  nor,  dll 
then,  compleat  hb  Memoir  in  the  moft  ellential 
Article,  (if  moving  Compaflion,  and  by  that  means 
procuring  Help  out  of  a  Common  Fund  may  be  fup- 
pofed  to  have  been  his  principal  aim  in  drawing  it 
up)  is  it  likely,  that  he  fhould  deliver  it  in  to  a 
Monthly  or  ^arterly  Meeting  fooner ;  when  more- 
over, according  to  the  Circular  Epiille,  it  is  to  be 
returned  from  thence  to  the  Tearly  Meeting  to  be  du- 
ly recorded,  without  any  more  Ceremony  ? 

But  Suits  in  the  Courts  of  Law,  at  leaft  fuch  of 
them  as  are  carried  through  the  feveral  Steps  to  a 
r^ular  decifive  Ifliie,  often  take  in  feveral  Years 
from  their  Commencement  to  their  Conclufion.  And 
may  it  not  from  hence  alone  be  fairly  conjectured, 
that  many  of  the  Suits  fet  down  in  the  Year  1696, 
and  the  three  following  Years,  were  commenced  before 
the  Sefnon  in  which  the  Adb  of  the  7  &  8  Will.  III. 
Ch.  6  &  34  were  pafled,  for  that  SelTion  did  not  be- 
gin till  the  2  2d  of  November 9  ^^95* 

It  would  be  very  natural  too  for  the  ^aker  to 
date  the  Profecution,  not  from  the  Beginnings  but 
from  the  End  of  it,  when  he  communicated  the 
Cafe  in  Form  to  his  Brethren :  And  he  might  do 
this  very  innocendy  at  that  time,  when  it  might 
well  appear  to  him  to  be  a  matter  in  itfelf  indiffe- 
rent ;  and  he  could  fcarce  dream,  that  about  thirty- 
nine  or  thirty-fix  Years  after,  this  feemingly  Jligbt 
Circumflance  would  prove  the  Occafion  of  many 
groundlefs  injurious  Accuf^tions, 

What  is  thus  conjeftured  from  the  Reafon  of  the 
Thing,  is  fufficiently  verified  by  Faft :  For  of  the 
twenty- fevcn  Cafes  that  are  the  Subjedb  of  this  En- 
quiry,  there  are  no  lefe  than  tbree,  or,  according  to 
ehf  Computation  of  the  fakers  by  the  number  of 

?^tCQn^ 
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Perioni  pro&cuted,  there  are  jive  Profecutions  (tnd 
me  of  them  fo  low  as  the  Year  1702)  that  were 
commenced  before  the  palling  of  the  A£b  above-men- 
tioned. And  as  in  the  Year  1696  there  are  feventy^ 
nine  Profecutions,  and  in  that  and  the  ibree  follow- 
ing Years  colleAively  included,  there  are  two  bun^ 
dred  and  twenty-feven  Profecutions  inferted  in  the 
Brief  Account^  it  may  be  inferred,  both  from  proba- 
ble Conje&ure,  and  Inftances  in  Point,  that  tne  ex- 
orbitant number  of  Profecutions,  fet  down  in  tbofe 
Years,  will  be  found  to  require  a  large  Redudion 
from  this  Confideradon  only,  that  they  were  com- 
menced in  the  Courts  of  Law  brfore  any  other  Me- 
thod of  Recovery  was  in  being. 

Admitting  then  that  the  Profecuted  related  wbai 
they  felt  without  Exaggeration,  though  few  Men  do 
fo  relate  their  own  uneafy  Feelings,  ^Uns  will  be  per- 
fe&ly  confiilent  with  thofe  Defects  and  Omis- 
sions of  the  Original  Memoirs  which  have  been 
pointed  out ;  for  the  fakers  ought  to  have  related 
many  Things  more ;  and,  according  to  the  Form  of 
adminiftring  an  Oath, '  have  declared  the  Trudi,  the 
Whole  Trutbj  and  nothing  but  the  Truth.  But  it  is 
remarkable  that  they  themfelves,  when  they  feem  to 
allude  to  this  very  Form,  do  not  venture  to  affirm 
that  they  have  declared  the  Whole  Truth.  ^ 

As  to  the  Sufferings  being  of  fo  public  a  Nature^ 
as  might  exclude  all  Sufpicion  of  Faljboody  This  confi- 
dent, weak  Aflfertion,  might  of  icfelf  raife  a  Sufpi- 
cion againft  any  Narrative,  that  was  not  before. fuT** 
pefted.  For  was  the  publick  Attention  engaged  eve« 
ry  time  an  obfcure  ^aker  was  fucd  for  Tythe  in 
any  of  the  Courts  of  Law  ?  or,  however 
fuch  Suit  might  be  talked  of  whilft  it  was  de- 
pending,  within  the  particular  Diftrift  where   it 

*  Having  therefore  really  publifhcd  the  Truth,  and  nothing  bul 
the  Truth,  Isfc.    See  the  Paragraph,  Page  ix. 
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aroie,  yet,  is  it  not  moft  likely  that  the  Caufes  and 
Cinuw^ancis  of  iiich  Suit  wcxild  not  be  diftinAly 
known  by  many  befidcs  the  refpedive  Parties,  or  the 
Agents  employed  by  them  in  the  Management  of  it  ? 
And,  as  it  could  be  only  thus  imperfedly  known 
at  firft,  is  it  not  moft  certain,  that,  in  a  few  Years, 
it  muft  of  Courfe  be,  in  a  good  mcafure,  forgotten  by 
Every  Body  eUe,  as  to  the  Merits  of  k,  which 
depend  upon  a  full  Knowledge  of  the  Caufes  and  Or- 
cumftmices  that  gave  Rife  to,  or  attended,  the  Pro^ 
fecikton? 

It  muft  be  obferved,  that  in  opening  the  Imper^ 
feSKons  of  thi  Memoirs,  which  are  the  Bafis 
of  the  Brief  Account^  and  therefore  cannoc  bos  afieft 
the  Credibitity  of  that  Colledion  of  C^,  in  the 
lame  Proportion  as  thefe  hnperfeSims  mpft  natu- 
rally produce  falji  or  impertinent  Cafes  ^  the  utmoft 
Csure  has  been  taken  to  reafon  upon  the  moft  candid, 
fevomrable  Suppofitions,  without  fixing  odious  Inten- 
tions upon  Overfigbts  that  might  not  firfi  arile  from 
any  premeditated  Fraud  or  Malice^  though,  in  the 
fubfequent  Application  of  thefe  Memoirs^  they  are  be- 
come both  fraudulent  and  malicious. 

We  are  now  got  ro  the  effcntial  Point  of  the  Ar- 
gument :  and,  at  this  nice  Jun£birc,  we  muft  again 
call  in  the  fakers  to  be  our  Guides,  and  the  Inter- 
preters of  their  own  Scheme,  however  they  may  dif- 
like  ferving  in  that  Capacity. 

But  it  happens  fortunately  enough,  that  their 
doughty  Champion^  in  his  Second  Reply  to  the  Defence 
of  the  Clergy  of  the  Diocefe  of  UcbfieU  and  Coventry;, 
being  elated  with  confidering  the  Art  and  Subtlety^ 
with  which  the  Brief  Account  was  drawn  up,  in  a  Fit 
of  boafting,  (which  fometimes  betrays  the  moft  re^ 
ferved  cunning  Man  into  being  a  little  indifcreetly 
communicative)  hath  freely  revealed  this  fundamental 
^Secret,  and  furnifhcd  us  with  an  authentic  Key  to 
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this  ttia^erly  Cotnpofition  i  as,  on  the  otiier  liand« 
the  following  Enquiry  will  afford  an  admirahl6 
Comment  upon  fome  technical  Phrales  in  this  fiank 
Confeflion.  But  let  us  hear  the  fakers  explain  this 
Matter  by  their  Advocate.^ 

"  The  fakers  were  Very  carefiil  in  thcif 

Brief  Account  to  puUifli  Nothing  but  the  Truth  % 
for  which  reafon  They  took  Nothing  upon  Trufi^ 
^^  horn  the  Uncertainty  of  Memory ;  no^  not  of  the 
^^  Sufferers  themlelves,  whofe  Accounts  given  at 
**  the  time  of  the  Fadb  done  muft  be  more  certain^ 
<^  than  what  even  themfelves  may  remember  feveral 
<^  Years  after.  The  Unaecuracy  therefore  of  feme  of 
^^  our  Gales,  which  the  Defender  fo  often  and  fo 
<*  needleisly  obferves»  proceeds  only  from  our  ftrift 
«<  Regard  to  Truth,  and  our  preferring  Certainty  to 
*^  Accuracy.  We  could  eafily  have  enlarged  theni 
^*  by  diftant  Inquiries,  and  dubious  Remembrances  % 
**  but  that  Method  would  have  leflened  their  Force^ 
^^  and  have  given  that  AdvatUage  to  our  Oppofers, 
*'  which  they  now  feek  in  vain.  Having  therefore 
*«  really  publiihed  the  Truths  and  Nothing  but  thft 
^*  Truths  without  any  fraudulent  Mixtures,  we  have 
^^  left  Nothing  for  our  Adverfaries^  who  cannot  be 
^*  quiety  but  to  vex  and  weary  themfelves  with  fights 
^'  tng  againft  that  which  is  invincible* 

It  is  fcarce  polTible  by  any  Words  to  make  ic 
plainer  than  this  extraordinary  Paragraph  does,  thac 
the  Sltfokersy  in  compiling  their  Brief  Account ^  relied 
implicidy  upon  thofe  Memoirs^  whofe  Defeks  and 
Omijfions  have  been  minutely  let  forth:  For  it 
clearly  informs  us.  That  They  took  Nothing  upot^ 
Truft  from  the  Uncertainty  of  Memory ;  w,  not  of 
the  Sufferers  Themfelves  ;  and  that,  inftead  of  enlar^' 
ging  their  Cafes  by  diftant  Inquiries  and  dubious  Re* 

f  See  the  above-mentioned  Pamphlet^  f,  19. 


membfMHSj  which  would,  it  ieems,  hare  lefemd 
their  Rrce^  and  have  geoen  tixU  Advantage  to  tbdr 
Offofers^  fMcb  tbey  now  fedc  in  vain,  they  have  rar- 
cher  chc^  to  leave  them  unaccurate^  from  tbdrftriff 
Xifgard  to  Trutb^  and  their  freferrit^  Certainty  to 
Accuracy.  That  is,  in  more  famuiar  Lai^uage,  tbey 
have  been  careful  to  declare  Hotting^  but  what  it 
iiltBd  their  Pkirpc^  to  have  the  World  made  ac« 
ouaimed  with:  And,  after  havii^  accufed  a  great 
Number  of  Perfims,  whether  guilty  or  not,  have 
deKttOttfly  contrived,  with  all  the  Cunning  they 
were  Mulers  of ,  to  put  tbe  Proof  erf*  didr  Inno- 
oenoe  out  of  dieir  Readi. 

Let  us  now  confider  die  AfpfkaUm  of  diefe  Me^ 
mmrs  to  the  Brief  Account^  which  declares  in  the 
Title-pag^,  That  **  it  contains  many  of  tbe  Pro/ecu^ 
^  tions  rf  tbe  Peopk  called  Quakers,  in  tbe  Excbe- 
*<  jKfT,  Ecclefiqfiical  and  other  Courts^  for  Demands 
^  recoverable  by  tbe  Affs  made  in  tbe  yth  and  ith 
^  Tears  of  tbe  Reign  of  King  William  the  Thirds  for 
««  the  more  eafy  Recovery  of  Tytbes^  Church-Rates^ 
^  txc. — humbly  fubmittea  to  tbe  Confideration  of  the 
••  Members  of  both  Houfes  of  Parliament. 

In  the  Preface  to  the  Brief  Account^  p.  lo.  there 
is  this  Paflage,  —  ^^Ifaftf  Perfon  JhaU  take  offence 
^^  at  tbe  Mention  of  his  Name  in  this  Collection, 
^  let  him  confider^  that  the  ^akers^  who  chofe  not 
^^  this  Method^  but  fought  Redrefs  vntbaut  it^  are  not 
••  to  be  blamed:  For  when  the  Veracity  of  a  People 
^^  is  called  in  Slueftionj  no  Man  concerned  can  rea* 
^^  fonably  expeSl  that  theyfhould  be  more  tender  of  bis 
••  Reputation^  than  their  own. 

How  far  they  have  eflablifhed  their  Veracity 
(which  it  icems  was  called  in  Queftion)  by  the  Me- 
thod they  have  chofen,  will  be  beft  feen  in  the  Se- 
quel :  In  the  mean  time  let  it  be  remember'd,  that, 
according  to  their  own  Acknowledgment,   Every 
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Perfon's  Reputation    is  publickly    attacked,   whoie 
Name  is  mentioned  in  this  CoIleAion. 

But  whence  is  it  that  this  Pamphlet  fhould  be  en- 
dued with  fuch  a  ftrange  Malignity,  that  barely  to 
be  named  in  it,  is  to  be  blackened?  This  feems  to 
be,  what  it  really  is,  a  new  compendious  Artifice  of 
Calumny.  For,  every  one  that  is  mentioned  in  this 
Pamphlet,  is,  by  neceflary  Implication,  mark'd  euc 
as  a  vexatious  Perfecutor,  who,  from  a  Principle  of 
Ill-will,  and  a  cruel  Defign  of  harafling  a  ^aker^ 
merely  for  the  fake  > f  harafling  him,  cbufes  a  te- 
dious expenfive  way  for  the  Recovery  of  his  Dues 
notwithftanding  the  Law  hath  provided,  for  this  ve- 
ry Purpoie,  a  (hort  and  a  cheap  one. 

This  Condition  therefore  — for  Demands  recovera-' 
hie  by  the  AEls  made  in  the  7.  and  8.  of  W.  III.  be- 
ing in  the  Tttle-page  of  the  Brief  Account  afcribed 
to  All  the  Profecutions  contained  in  it,  muft  of 
courfe  be  applied  to  every  fingle  Profecution,  as  much 
as  if  this  Condition  had  been  fubjoined  to  it  in  Words 
at  length. 

Upon  this  Circumftance  then  the  Debate  concern- 
ing the  Brief  Account  turns  :  That  is,  the  whole  Cre- 
dit of  the  Brief  Account  depends  upon  this  Condition's 
being  truly  afcribed  to  every  fingle  Profecution  that  i3 
inferted  in  it,  unlefs  fuch  Profecution  be  fpecially 
difi:ingui(hed  and  excepted.  But  it  is  prefumed, 
the  Reader  by  this  time  is  fufiiciently  convinced, 
that  the  Original  Memoirs^  upon  which,  as  the  ^tf- 
kers  themfelves  confels,  the  Brief  Account  was  com- 
piled, muft  have  been  deficient  in  this  very  Particu- 
lar. The  Brief  Account  therefore,  inftead  of  being 
built  upon  Faffs  regularly  entered  in  fFriting  when 
and  as  they  were  tranfailea^  is  built  upon  Accounts^ 
in  which  the  principal  Fa£t,  viz.  whether  the  De- 
mands were  or  were  not  recoverable  by  the  7.  and 
8.  ff^.  III.  is  paifed  over  in  filencc  \  i«  e«^  l^tx^x- 

C  z  ^1^ 
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jTadons  are  deftitute  of  anv  certain  Foundation,  as 
wanting  the  only  Circumftance  tlut  can  render  a 
Profecution  juftly  cenfurable. 

Let  the  Reader  now  judge  of  the  CndihUty  of 
the  Brief  Account^  from  the  Evidence  lent  us  by  the 
Quakers  themfelves  in  their  Defences  of  it.  But 
wKat  Opinion  muft  be  entertained  of  this  Perform 
mancif  if  it  appears  fix)m  undoubted  Teftimony, 
that  a  formal  Story  of  a  Profecution  may  be  told, 
when  no  fuch  Profecution  ever  exifted?  And  if, 
moreover,  a  Certificate  under  ihe  Hand  of  the  ^a-- 
Jur  himielf,  (who  is  fet  forth  as  the  Perfon  profecu- 
ted)  wherein  be  declares,  that  what  was  fo  fet  forth 
was  done  without  bis  Knowledge  or  Confent^  corrobo- 
latcs  this  Teftimony  ?  • 

Here  then  we  muft  reftrain  a  favourable  Concef- 
(ion,  which  hath  be^n  all  along  made  in  the  Courfe 
pf  this  Argument,  that  the  original  Memoirs  flood, 
as  the  fakers  avow,  upon  the  Credit  and  Relation 
pf  the .  Perfon  frofecuted :  For,  in  this  Inftance,  He 
bimjelf  certifies,  that  he  is  fet  forth  as  profecuted 
without  his  Knowledge  or  Confent. 

This  carries  our  Q)ncluiion  farther  than  could  have 
))een  imagined  without  the  Light  of  fuch  an  unex- 
pected PifcQvery :  And  this  Enquiry,  narrow  as  it 
IS  and  confined  to  one  Diocefe^  will  fupply  us  with 
other  fimilar  Inftances,  though  not  equally  corrobo- 
lated  by  ^aker-Teftimo^y^  where  the  Profecution, 
as  circumftanced  in  the  Brief  Accounts  is  abundantly 
fhewn  to  be  fi£litious.  And  that  what  has  been  ad- 
vanced concerning  thefe  Memoirs  is  not  mere  Scheme 
fmd  Conjefture,  but  has  all  the  Marks  of  Truth 
that  we  could  reafonably  defire,  is  evident  from  the 
a6tual  Refult  of  them ;  for  in  one  or  other  of  the 
twenty-feven  Cafes,  which  are  the  Subjedt  of  this  Ex* 
^mination,  what  might  be  expected  to  happen  from 

^  See  Caft  19. 
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the  Application  of  loofe  imperfeft  Minutes  to  a  Ipe* 
cial  determinate  Purpore,  not  antecedently  provided 
for  in  diem»  will  be  found  to  have  in  FaS  happened. 
It  may  then,  upon  as  convincing  4  Proof  as  the  Na- 
ture of  the  Thing  admits  of,  be  concluded,  that  the 
DefeSts  of  the  Menunrs  have  not  been  ftrained  or 
magnified.  Indeed,  we  could  fcarce  mils  the  Truth 
upon  this  Head,  having  only  drawn  a  few  obvious 
C5Dnfequences,  from  what  the  ^akers^  by  a  fort  of 
Surprize,  have  communicated  to  the  Public. 

Still  there  was  one  Refburce  left,  for  purging  thefe 
crude  Materials  of  grofs  Blunders.  For  the  Gmrts 
of  Law,  in  which  the  Profecutions  were  carried  on» 
are  open ;  and,  from  the  Entries  and  Records  c^ 
thofe  Courts,  many  of  the  DefeAs  of  the  mgimU  Mh 
moirs  might  be  fupplied,  and  the  Errors,  which 
thofe  Defeds  would  otherwife  produce,  be  prevent- 
ed. By  confulcing  thefe  authentic  Vouchers  of  FaQs» 
the  fakers  might  render  their  Caies  both  more  tfr- 
curate  and  more  certain^  and  yet  not  enlarge  them  io 
as  to  give  an  Advantage  to  Oppofers,  If,  when  they 
might  have  unexceptionable  Evidence  of  what  was 
really  done  by  hth  Parties,  they  have  voluntarily 
choien  to  reft  contented  with  the  interefted,  perhaps 
the  miftaken,  perhaps  the  angry  Reprefentation  of 
one  Party  only,  made  in  a  private  Manner,  without 
the  Knowledge  or  Participation  of  his  Opponent ; 
fuch  Negleft  cannot  be  readily  admitted  to  proceed 
from  a  ftriff  Regard  to  Truths  when  a  total  JX/r^ 
gard  of  Truth  is  the  moft  natural  Caufe  that  can  be 
afligned  for  fo  glaring  a  Partiality. 

But  the  fakers  do  not  drop  a  fingle  Syllable  of 
their  having  fought  a  Remedy,  fo  eafy  to  be  had9 
and  fo  much  wanted  by  them :  And  the  numerous 
Miftakes  in  the  Names  of  Perfons  and  Places^  ami 
other  Particulars,  that  remain  in  the  few  Cafes  pre- 

fently  to  be  cyamincdi  leave  no  Room  to  doubts 


[xiv] 

that  fiiy  either  ovcr-look'd  or  declined  this  tn^mr^ 
tial  Emdence.  FerfaajpSy  indeed,  li  might  have 
dvuft  into  dieir  View  fome  unwelcome  Ioformadoos» 
and  forced  them  to  leflfai  the  Number  rftheir  Com- 
plaints. This  the  ^gakers  feem  to  have  been  aware 
of}  and,  that  it  might  not  be  adapted  to  this  Ufe  m 
$ibir  Huids,  they  hare  endeavoiued  to  cut  oflF  the 
Ae€ujii  from  the  Benefit  <rf  this  legal  dedfive  Stan- 
dard, by  perpkzii^  the  Eyidenoe  arifing  from  it. 

We  are  ^n,  in  the  next  Place,  to  cMaie  the 
CamU^  that  have  been  introduced  in  fupport  of  a 
JPamfhUty  which,  by  what  hath  been  aheady  ob- 
iervied,  hadi  little  elfe  to  fupport  it. 

Amongft  the  various  CavUs  whidi  have  been 
preflfed  by  the  Quakers  into  thisContraverfy,  TZio/ 
levelled  againft  the  Entriis  and  Records  of  Courts  de- 
ierves  to  be  refuted  firft,  not  from  the  Strength  of 
the  Cavil,  but  from  the  Importance  and  Ulefulnefs 
of  the  diing  cavilled  at. 

Now,  They  have  roundly  aflerted,  that  "  No 
♦*  Record  can  prove  Nothing  —  That  to  infer  No  BiU 
^^  wasfled^  becaufe  None  is  founds  is  draiwing  an  In- 
**  ference  and  Conclujion  out  of  Nothing :  And  as  to 
•*  Exchequer-Bills  that  are  founds  They  lay,  //  is  im- 
**  fojjible  to  ground  any  real  Argument  upon  the  pre-- 
•'  tended  Truth  of  Exchequer-Bills^  which  are  com- 
'•*  nmtly  in  more  Particulars  falfe  than  true. 

There  is  an  artful  Mixture  of  Truth  and  Falf- 
hood  in  thefe  Aflertions.  Left  any  one  therefore 
Jfhould  fufped,  that  more  Weight  is  laid  upon  the 
Records  and  Entries  of  Courts,  than  they  will  bear, 
it  is  necellary  to  ftate  what  Proof  may  be  and  is 
drawn  from  this  Topic,  in  the  feveral  Applications 
of  it  to  the  Point  in  queftion. 

As  to  the  Aflferdon,  that  No  Record  can  prove  No-* 
thing  J  it  hath  no  Meaning  at  all,  or  a  falfe  one.  For 
.unlcis  fomcthing  is  alledged,  nothing,  in  any  cafti  can 

be 


[«] 

be  proved ;  and  (o  hi  any  Record  whatfoever  on 
prove  Nothing.  But  when  a  certain  Otufe  is  defcribed 
as  carried  oo  in  a  certain  Court,  Na  Record,  or  the 
Want  of  Records  as  to  that  certain  Caufe,  muft  prove 
fomesbitig,  if  tury  Caufcs  at  all  are  recorded'm  thai  Court; 
And  the  Force  of  an  Argument  fo  drawn,  in  any  In- 
fiance,  from  the  Want  of  Records^  is  to  be  eftimated 
by  the  Manner  and  Degree  of  Exadnefi  in  which 
the  Records  of  that  Court  are  kept,  and  the  Entries 
of  BuTinefs,  brought  into,  and  determined  in  it,  made 
This,  every  one  fees,  can  be  but  a  pnbaNe  Ar- 
gument I  and  it  is  probable^  in  the  fame  Proportion 
that  the  Bills  filed  and  prefervedy  bear  to  tbe  Bills 
filed  and  lofty  within  the  Period  referred  to. 

Therefore,  from  a  Bill's  not  being  found,  ic  ia 
not  pretended  that  it  abfolutely  follows,  it  was  ncrcc 
j^d,  though  the  Pr^abilitj  lies  on  this  fide.  Buc 
if  m  Pnxxedings  arc  to  be  found  confequent  to  tbe 
Bill,  it  may  be  concluded,  that  fuch  a  Caufe  could 
not  be  carried  on  far,  though  pofljbly  a  Bill  might 
have  been  filed  and  loft. 

This  is  the  utmoft  Strefs  that  is  laid  upoo  die 
mere  Want  of  Records  in  a  Court  of  Equity,  or  <£ 
Entries  In  the  Books  of  the  Ecclefia^ical  Courts 
though  in  the  latter,  at  Icaft  in  that  at  Torky  it  is 
the  conftant  Pra6tice  to  make  a  Minute  in  the  Court- 
Book  of  every  Citation  to  which  a  Return  is  made, 
though  the  Caufe  proceeds  no  farther. 

But  when  pofttive  collateral  Evidence,  that  Nofueh 
Caufe  was  ever  inftitutcd,  or  never  inftituted  by  the 
Clergyman  named  s&  one  of  the  Profecutorsy  concurs 
with  the  Want  of  Records  or  Entriesy  either  as  to  dw 
Exiftence  of  fucb  a  Caufe,  or  the  Truth  of  that 
Circumdance  of  it }  this  abfolutely  deftroys  tbe  Cre* 
dit  of  the  contrary  Pofition,  efpecially  when  thM: 
Pofition  is  aflerted  only  and  not  proved.*  ^ 

f  See  the  5th,  6tli,  nth,  19th,  and  zoth  die. 
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Such  is  the  G>iidi]fioa,  when  Records  of  Etitfu^ 
do  m$  appear :  But  when  they  do^  the  Ufe  that  is  to 
be  made  of  them  difiets,  according  to  die  diSerenc 
Progrefi  and  Conditions  of  the  Caufes  or  Suits  to 
which  they  correfpond. 

Ingeneralj  they  give  a  determinate  Meanii^  td 
ibme  loofe  vague  Ezprei&ons,  that  are  frequent  in 
the  Notes  of  the  Brief  AcamM  t*  ^  marlung  out 
predfely  at  what  Step  of  the  Proceedings  the  Caule 
was  Ar^pt  or  concluded :  They  Ihew  too,  where  there 
was  an  Imprifinment^  whether  it  was  owing  to  the 
^jfeJuf^s  being  attached  for  Ctrntempt^  or  to  die 
Caofe  beii^  carried  on  fo  far  as  to  render  hb 
Commitment  neceflary  in  due  Courfe  of  Law  *. 

Further, — It  is  allowed,  that  the  mere  Allegations 
^ther  of  BiUs  in  a  Court  of  Equity^  or  Ubels  in  the 
Spiritual  Court,  are  not  Evidence  as  to  the  jufi  le^ 
gal  Amount  of  the  particular  Charges  Ipednei  in 
them.  But,  however,  fome  material  Light  may  be 
borrowed  from  fuch  Specification  of  Pardculars» 
even  before  the  Dues  are  ietded  and  liquidated  upon 
a  formal  Hearing.  For  when  Eafier'Offerings  are 
Part  of  the  Demand,  if  the  Complaint  was  not  made 
within  two  Years ;  upon  this  Account  alone  (before 
the  1  G.  L  B )  they  could  not  be  recovered  by  either 

ft 

t  Such  as  tht{t^Jfter  fim  timtf  the  Parfim  infi  hh  Pneud" 
i9gi— ox— Afterward  tht  P'arjm  drtfi  bb  5«f/-or— fl*  Party 
Sidf  anJfi  tbt  Proficutiom  emkdy  &c.~and  ochen  of  the  like  Im- 
port. 

*  Thty  have  advanced  a  fepantt  Cm/ to  fet  afide  thb  Diftin- 
{Booy  which  Cavil  will  be  tefbttd  in  its  proper  Place. — For  In* 
fiances  of  thefe  tnjoo  general  Via  of  the  Reccrai  and  Entries,  fee 
the  14th,  21  ft,  23d,  and  25th  Cafk. 

I  For  the  Ad  for  the  Recovery  of  fmall  Tythes,  fie.  Ch.  6. 
€»f  the  7.  and  8.  W,  III.  requires  the  Complaint  to  be  made  within; 
two  Years ;  and  that  eommooly  called  the  ^Makers  AEtt  Ch.  34, 
took  in  only  Tythes  and  Omrdi-Ratcti  till  by  the  |.  G.  L  it  waa 
citended  to  all  Dues. 
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of  die  Afts  of  7.  and  8.  f^.  III.  And 
Eafter-Offerti^s  be  not  part  of  the-Deflaand»  it  may 
be  often  probably  gathered  from  the  Nature  and  Sort 
of  other  parti^lar  Dues  fpecified»  that  their  ^Ujim^ 
iity  or  Value^  or  b<ab^  could  not  be  «f imi^  auxr- 
tained.  This  is,  with  a  peculiar  Advaniage»  to  be 
inferred  from  Bills  of  Dijcm)ery  \  which  may,  of 
themfelves,  gready  nrenethen  the  lneimAeiit%  An« 
fwer,  and  be  ftrengthened  and  illuftrated  by  it»  and 
both  together  may  produce  a  very  (atis&ftory 
Proof.  •. 

The  Bate  of  z  Bill  in  ih^  Ezche^pier,  or  of  ft 
Return  to  a  Ciiaiiou  in  the  Ecckfiaftical  Courts  li 
alfo  capable  of  afibrding  an  important  InftmftioOt 
by  fixing  the  exaft  Time  when  a  Caufe  wasb^na. 
For  it  fnay  difcover,  and  in  faft  hath  difoovem]^ 
that  Proiecutions  affirmed  to  be  fet  on  feoc  fir  De- 
mands recoverable  by  the  A€t$  of  the  7.  and  8.  of 
ff^.  IIL  were  b^un  before  thofe  Ads  were  in  Be- 
ing, t. 

Laftly,  The  Records  and  Entries  of  fuch  Caufet 
as  were  heard  and  determined  in  a  Court  of  Eqtnty^ 
or  the  Ecclefiaftical  Court,  decide  whether  the  fuU 
to  the  Tythcs  demanded  was  or  was  not  queftimed  1 
and,  if  it  was,  that  Jiicb  Demands  were  not  cogot* 
zable  by  the  Juftices  of  the  Peace  upon  the  A&n 
aforefaid.  B 

Having  cleared,  what  one  would  imagine  (houU 
want  no  clearing,  the  written  Evidence  that  it  pr§» 
ferved  in  the  Courts  of  Law,  from  captious  Cki^ 
A  ions ;  and  confidered  alfo  what  is  juftly  to  be  in** 
forred  from  the  H^ant  of  fuch  Evidence  \  the  noi;^ 
Artifice  that  ofiers  itfelf  is  a  pleafant  Expedienc  cf 
the  ^akers^  by  which  the  AMfwerer4  of  die  Brief 

*  See  C^  2,  3,  7,  10,  si,  «$• 

t  f^  9^-^  '•  ^»  7- 

B  See  G;/}  2,  3,  7,  12,  19. 
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'^cUint  are  exhibited  as  cot^rmi^  it^  in  this  Man- 
ner: 

The  Quakers  Account. 

Hien  follows  the  ProfecutioHj  as  fet  down  in  the 
Bruf  Accauni : 

The  C  L  E  R  G  Y*s  Confirmation  of  it : 

Then  follows  the  firft  Part  of  the  Incumbent's  An- 
iwer,  relating  to  the  Fails  of  the  Profecution. 

A  ridiculous  Repetition  of  this  piece  of  Mockery 
ieryes  to  fill  one  half  of  a  tedious  Pamphlet  of  theirs ; 
And  fo  fond  are  they  of  the  C9Hcei$j  that  they  think 
it  muft  conwMce  Incredulity  itfelf  by  the  concurring 
fifftimtn^  of  both  Parties. 

Now  the  Archnefs  of  this  pretty  Contrivance  con- 
fifts  in  leparating  the  Admiflion  of  the  FaSls  on  the 
Part  of  the  Clergy  (where  the  Fadb  are  admitted  to 
be  true)  from  the  Reafoning  employed  to  fhew,  that, 
notwithftanding  the  Fa^  is  true  that  there  was  a  Pro- 
feeuthmj  the  Inference  of  the  fakers  does  not  follow, 
that  it  was  a  vexatious  one.  For  it  is  to  be  noted, 
diat  the  general  Conclufion  of  IH-wiU  and  Oppreffton^ 
which  the  fakers  would  eftablifh  by  the  Profecutions^ 
is  fo  far  from  having  a  neceffary  Connedion  with  the 
Truth  of  the  Fa£ls  exprefiTed  in  each  Narrative,  that 
it  has  iro  Connexion  at  all  with  thofe  Fa6ls,  but  upon 
the  fiippofed  Truth  of  what  is  afferted  in  the  Uttle- 
pagCf  that  the  Profecutions  inferted  in  the  Brief  Ac- 
count  were  for  Demands  recoverable  by  the  7.  and  8. 
of  fy^.  IIL  And,  even  then,  it  has  only  a  contif^ent 
Connexion,  and  may  or  may  not  follow,  accordinj 
to  the  other  Circumftances  of  the  Cafe  ;  as  fuppoi 
the  Jufl:ices  declined  afting,  or  the  ^aker  rendered 
that  Method  impraAicable,  Csfr. 
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A  few  Sentences  will  confute  this  fhallow  Trick 
in  Form.  Every  Profecution  is  a  complex  Matter  of 
Fad,  that  contains  a  greater  or  lefs  Variety  of  par^^ 
ticular  Fadls  under  it.  When  a  Profecution  is  re^ 
firaiffd  and  qualified,  and,  under  that  Condition^  ap« 
plied  to  a  Jpecial  Purpofe  ;  the  Circumftances  of  the 
particular  Fa£ls  included  in  it,  determine  whether  it 
be  pertinently  applied  or  not.  When  Thefe  Cir- 
cumftances mew  that  the  Profecution  is  foreign  to 
that  Purpofe,  as  not  being  pofTefTed  of  the  con£tmal 

alification,  in  virtue  of  which  it  is  at  all  appU^ 

le  to  that  Purpofe ;  confirming  the  Reality  of 
fuch  a  Profecution^  is  anfwering  the  Charge  founded 
in  it :  For  it  is  proving  that  fuch  a  Charge  is  brought^ 
and  that  it  is  brought  falfely.  This  idle  Sophiftry 
then,  upon  which  the  ^akersj  by  their  Reprefen* 
tative,  triumph  fo  ridiculoufly,  fhews  nothing,  but 
that  the  Writer  wants  common  Modefly,  and  fuppofes 
the  Reader  to  want  common  Senfe. — And  it  is  hoped, 
that,  hereafter,  fuch  an  Infult  upon  the  Underftanding 
of  the  Nation  will  not  be  repeated  in  Print. 

Another  Cavil  is  raifed  by  filling  the  Clergy  jU- 
vocatesfor  OppreJ/ion.  'And  if  they  were,  what  they 
are  fliled,  it  might  be  flrongly  prefumed,  that  they 
had  been  oppreffive,  fo  far  as  they  found  Opportu« 
nity  to  be  fb.  Their  Charailer  therefore,  in  this 
Refpedt,  is  clofely  connected  with  the  Point  in  De- 
bate :  And  removing  this  Imputation  from  tbem^  is, 
in  efie£t,  removing  a  Prejudice,  that  would  other- 
wife  influence  and  miflead  the  public  Judgment  con- 
ceming  their  Difpofition  and  Behaviour.  If  it  be 
afked,  upon  what  Grounds  they  are  (Hied  Advocates 
for  Opprejfton^  it  is,  becaufe  "  they  oppofed  the  ^tf- 
"  hers  Billy  when  it  was  in  Agitation.^  But  where- 
fore did  they  oppofe  it  ?  Was  it  not  becaufe  they 
had  reafon  to  apprehend  great  Inconveniences  from 
that  Bill,  the  Defign  of  which  was  to  deprive  tbem 

D  2  ^^ 


of  the  Liberty  oF  taking  fuch  other  legal  and  erdina^ 
n  Methods,  as  the  Laws  of  the  Land  have  direded 
tor  recovering  Tythes,  &r.  and  to  confine  them  ab- 
filutehfj  to  the  new  Method  of  Recovery  then  to  be 
created;  which  Method  was  moreover  proved  by 
the  moft  ynanfwerable  Arguments  to  be  very  unfafc 
and  defe&ive? 

But  furely,  the  fakers  foiget,  that  two  illuftrious 
Perfitts  of  known  Charaders,  at  a  time  when  they 
prefided  in  the  fupreme  Courts  of  Law  and  Equity^ 
and  the  Nation  rejoiced  to  fee  thofe  high  Stations 
filled  by  fuch  able  difinterelled  Guardians  of  the 
Rights  and  Property  of  the  SubjeA ;  publickly  and 
iblemnly  efpoufed  the  fame  fide  of  this  Queftion 
with  the  Clergy^  and  maintained  it  with  their  own 
matchle(s  Force  of  Reafon. 

Thefc  acknowledged  Aflertors  of  juft  Liberty 
will  hardly  be  charged  by  Obloquy  itfelf,  as  having 
been  upon  this^  or  any  other  Occafion,  Advocates 
for  OppreJTton:  and  the  CUrrf  cannot  apprehend. 
They  (hall  be  much  aflfcfted  by  a  Reproach^  which 
{alls  upon  ^Them  in  common  with  Perfons  fo  con- 
fefledly  eminent  for  an  impartial,  wife  Diflribution 
of  Juftice  and  Equity. 

Another  Reproach^  which  is  caft  upon  the  Clergy^ 
is  derived  horn  a  Topic,  not  mighty  well  fitted  to 
countenance  Reproach,  even  their  Forbearance.  For 
this  too  b  reprefented  as  <^  the  Sbeep^s-Cloatbing  of  a 
•*  feenung  Patience^  that  feme  Men,  not  very  merci- 
**  /»/,  may  think  fit  for  their  Reputation  to  wear!^ 
J^ay,  the  fakers  have  not  fcrupled  to  aver,  "  ^at 
**  there  cannot  be  a  clearer  Demonjiration  of  Mdiccj 
•*  than  a  rigid  Procedure  after  feveral  Tears  Preme^ 
•*  ditaticn. 

The  whole  Skill  and  Sting  of  this  Calumny  lies  in 
the  Uncbaritablenefs  of  it.  The  beft  Aftion  of  the 
ibieft  Man  may  be  wrefted  into  a  Crime  by  fuch 

Ij^itefuJl 
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Ipiteful  Conftrudions :  But  he  hath  this  to  comibit 
himfelf  withal»  that  n^  are  condufive  only  againft 
thofe  who  make  them. ' 

In  Aiort,  aSual  Forbearance  wUl,  by  all  candid 
charitable  Judges,  be  interpreted  to  proceed  from  a 
PrindpU  of  Forbear ance^  where  there  js  not  a  clearer 
Demonftra^um  to  the  contrary,  than  what  the  ^na^ 
kers  bring.  And  when  a  Clergyman,  waiting  for 
the  Interpofition  of  Friends,  who  might  (as  is  oftoti 
done)  find  fome  Means  or  other  to  fatisfy  his  De- 
mands upon  the  ^aker^  is  deceived  in  his  EiqiedU- 
cion;  and  having,  by  this  Delay,  precluded  him- 
felf from  the  Benefit  of  the  fummary  Method,  af^ 
ferts  his  Rights  in  any  of  the  Courts  of  Law,  which 
alone  are  now  open  to  him ;  his  Patience  will  (till  de- 
(erve  the  Name  of  Patience^  though  he  may  not 
think  it  confident  with  his  Duty  to  give  up  his 
Rights  entirely^  notwithfianding  his  Good-nature 
made  him  fo  backward  to  put  the  ^aker  to  any 
Coft  or  Trouble  at  all  for  their  Recovery. 

Thofe  who  can  conftrue  Forbearance  itfelf  into  a 
cool  deliberate  Preparation  for  ruinous  Severities, 
could  not  fiiil  to  work  up,  with  all  poffible  Aggra- 
vations, a  black  Accufation  againft  the  Proprietors 
of  Tydies,  fit)m  the  ImprifonmerUs  incurred  by  the 
fakers  on  this  Account.  Accordingly  they  have 
laboured  this  Point ;  and,  to  make  the  deeper  Im- 
preflion  by  placing  all  or  moft.  of  thofe  Imprijon' 
ments  under  the  Reader*s  Eye  at  once,  they  have 
coUefted  them  into  a  feparate  UJi  in  the  Apppendix 
of  the  Bri^  Account. 

Upon  this  Article,  it  hath  been  very  iuftly  and 
pertinendy  obferved,  on  the  Behalf  ot  the  Clergy^ 
That  the  great  eft  Part  of  thofe  Imprifonments  arofefrom 
ybtacbments  for  Contempt  of  bU  Majeftfs  Authority 
in  bis  Jeveral  Courts  of  Judicature^  and  confequentfy 
were  dire£Uy  and  imniediately  cccafioned^  not  by  the 
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Clergfs  carrying  on  the  Caufes  fo  far  as  to  render  tbofe 
ComnUtmenis  necejfary^  in  the  ordinary  Courfe  of  Law  ; 
hut  to  the  perverfe  Obftinacy  of  the  Quakers  tbem. 
felves^  in  carrying  on  an  Ofpofttion  to  tbcjLaws  of  their 
Country. 

To  this,  it  hath  been  replied,  on  the  Part  of 
the  Quakers '-^'^  "  How  came  They  (the  ^a- 
^^  kers)  under  the  Cognizance  of  the  Courts  of  Ju- 
^*  dicature  ?  Were  they  not  brought  thither  at  the 
««  Suit  of  the  Clergy  ?  The  ormnal  Gaufe  of 
**  their  Sufferings  then  did  not  arife  m)m  the  Courts, 
•*  but  from  the  Clergy^  who  would  now  lay  the 
**  Blame  of  their  own  Doings  upon  the  Courts.  It 
«<  is  a  ftale  Artifice  of  the  Clergy  to  call  the  Alfift- 
<*  ance  of  the  Secular  Authority  into  their  Service ; 
*<  and  afterwards  to  exprefs  their  Gratitude,  by 
^<  transferring  the  Odium  of  the  Profecution  from 
^<  diemfelves,  upon  thofe  whom  they  employed 
««  therein.* 

Concerning  this  Reply^  let  it  be  obferved,  that  the 
Reafoning  of  it,  admitted  in  its  fuU  Extent,  fecures 
to  the  fakers  at  once  their  fevourire  Point,  with- 
out the  Aid  of  a  new  A6t  of  Parliament.  For, 
according  to  this  acute  Fetch,  the  Clergy  muft  not, 
upon  Motives  otherwife  the  moft  juftifiable,  fly  to 
the  Courts  of  Law  for  Redrefs  againfl  the  ^akers^ 
left  the  Quakers  ihould  fet  thofe  Courts  at  Defiance, 
and  fuffer  by  the  Sanftions  of  that  Authority  which 
they  contemn. 

Barely  fhewing  that  the  Argument  proves  fo 
Much,  is  fufficient  to  fhew  that  it  proves  Nothing. 

As  to  the  invidious  Part  of  it,  it  is  below  Notice. 
For  does  it  carry  or  imply  any  Blame  or  Odium  to 
fay,  that  the  Courts  of  Law  did  not  yield  to  the  Per- 
verfenefs  of  private  Men ;  but,   on  the  contrary, 

•  Reply  to  the  Second  Defence  of  the  Clergy  of  the  Dioccfe 
of  Lic^Idm^  C^vtntrj^  p.  j. 

maintained 
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maintained  their  Honour  and  Dignity,  by  exerting 
that  Power ^  which  the  Conftitation  hath  lodged  in 
them  for  /bis  very  End  and  Purpofe  ? 

Another  fpecious  Appearance,  which  might  be  apt 
to  cseate  a  Sufpicion  that  the  fakers  were  Jifi^d 
cut  by  the  Clerrf  as  Objefts  of  their  Dijlike  and  Re- 
fentment,  is  mis :  The  1180  Perfons  mentioned  in 
their  Pamphlet  as  profecuted,  are  all  fakers ;  and  the 
Principle  of  tins  Sed,  that  it  is  Anti-chriftian  to  pay 
Tydies,  or,  in  other  words,  that  the  Clergy  oi^t  to 
have  no  eftablifhed  Maintenance,  greatly  favours  tins 
Sufoicion. 

The  Clergy  therefore  have  endeavoured  to  removb 
it,  by  acquainting  the  World,  that  manf  of  the  Pro- 
iecutions  of  the  fakers  afcribed  to  tbem^  in  which 
their  Pamphlet  mentions  no  Names  but  thofe  of 
fakers f  were  ag^inft  Cburcbmenj  Sec.  in  common 
with  fakers. 

To  this  it  hath  been  replied — *^  That  as  the  Con- 
«*  cem  of  die  fakers  was  fingly  to  reprefent  their 
*^  own  Grievances,  are  they  to  be  blamed  for  keep- 
**  ing  to  their  own  Bufinefi  ?— And,  that  the  Rea- 
*^  der  can  from  hence  have  no  better  Opinion  of  the 
^  Clergy  by  telling  him,  that  their  Dijlike  and  J^- 
**  mil  was  of  a  much  more  general  Extent ;  unleis, 
•*  peradventure,  they  may  expe£):  that  the  Exten- 
<*  fivenels  of  their  Profecutions  fhould  be  accrated 
**  in  proof  of  the  Extenfivenefs  of  their  Love,  Cha- 
**  rity  and  Good- will.*' 

If  any  one  fhould  fit  down  to  read  this  Paragraph 
with  a  Mind  difpofed  to  entertain  hard  Thoughts  of 
the  Clergy ;  he  may  perhaps  fancy  there  is  fome  Senfe 
at  the  Bottom,  or  a  little  Smartnefs  in  the  Turn  of 
it.  But,  whoever  weighs  it  with  Candor  and  Indiffe- 
rence, will  immediately  difcem,  that  it  is  only 
feafoned  for  a  corrupt  Tafte,  by  the  Petulancy  and 
Rancour  of  the  Sentiment. 
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For  the  peculiar  Ground  of  Dijlike  and  Refenc- 
ment  againft  the  fakers  is  taken  away  by  evidencing 
that  one  and  the  fame  Profecutum  was  equally  levelled 
at  other  Parties  of  difierent  PerfuaGons,  who  could 
not  have  been  fingled  out  as  Objefbs  of  Difl^e  and 
Refentment  from  fuch  Motives :  fb  that  the  "D'^ke 
and^£eientment  is  not  by  this  means  extended  to  A}1 
the  Parties,  but  fiUly  fhewn  to  be  pointed  at  None  \ 
unleis  this  Imputation  is  to  be  faitened  upon  every 
Creditor  who  fues  for  a  juft  Debt. — ^The  fakers  are 
not  here  blamed  for  keeping  to  their  own  Bufinefs^ 
prpvided  the  Bufinc^s  be  honeft,  and  they  keep  to  it 
£urly.  But  certainly,  for  the  £ime  Reafon,  they 
ihould  not  find  £iult  with  the  Clergy  for  nundi^ 
theirs :  And  it  is  natural  to  fuppofe,  that  the  Pur- 
pofe  and  G>ncern  of  one  who  anfivers  a  Book,  fhould 
be  widely  dif&rent  from  his,  who  writ  it. 

There  is  another  Cavil  of  the  ^akersy  which  does 
not  affed  the  Reafoning  advanced  in  any  of  the  An- 
fwers  on  the  Part  of  the  Clergy^  but  is  folely  direded 
againft  the  Manner  in  which  thofe  Anfwers  have 
been  publifhed.  It  is  made  a  Crime  in  the  Clergy^ 
that  '<  they  alone  fhould  attempt  to  juftify  Fads,  in 
"  which  the  X^/^jr  were  equally  concerned  :'*  Nor  are 
they  lefs  cenfured,  becaufe  they  did  not  all  at  once 
join  in  juftifying  thofe  FaSlSy  inftead  of  anfwering^  in 
a  broken  dilatory  Manner ^  an  Account  puhlijhed  at  one 
time  and  in  one  Book.  And  this  the  fakers  mo- 
deftly  pronounce  to  be  egregious  trifling  with  the  Le* 
gi/lature  and  Them. 

Now,  from  what  hath  been  confefTed  by  the 
^uakersj  they  were  forty  Tears  in  coUefting  the  Ma- 
terials of  this  Book  into  a  fingle  Regifter  i  and  it  is 
not  to  be  wondered,  that  they  fhould  be  able  from 
thence  to  transfer  thofe  Materiab  at  once  into  a  Jingle 
Pamphlet  i  and  pour  out  their  Store  of  Grievances 

upon 
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upon  the  Public  at  any  critical  Junflure  that  feemed 
moft  fiivourable  to  their  projeded  Scheme. 
.  It  (hould  be  confidered  too,  that  Accujaliom  lie  in 
a  narrow  Compafs ;  and,  the  lefs  explicit  they  are, 
the  more  difficult  it  is  to  refute  them.  The  Repu- 
tation of  the"  moft  innocent  Perfon  may  be  blafted 
by  one  Line  %  and  it  may  not  be  in  his  Power  to 
vindicate  his  Innocence ;  for  that  Vindication  may 
depend  upon  ibe  Proof  of  a  Negative  %  or  it  may 
require  many  Particulars  to  be  accounted  for,  which 
the  Party  himfelf  cannot  clear  up  or  anfwer,  with- 
out the  Aid  of  collateral  Tcftimony. 

Such  general  Confiderations  might  fufficiently  ex- 
plain the  Reafonablenefs  of  the  Delay y  which  thefe 
eager  Accufers    make    the   Foundation  of  a  new 
Charge  againft  the  Accufed.     But  the  Cavil  adniits 
of  a  more   dijiin£l  Anfwer:    Indeed,    the  fakers 
themfelves,   in  fome  mcafure,   furnifh  it:  for  they 
object  to  the  Enquiries  of  the  Clergy^  that  they  arc 
far-fetched  \   which,  though  it  be  no  Objedion  to 
the  Credit  of  the  Informations  obtained  by  thofe  En- 
quiries, if  they  are  found  to  be  fair  and  impartial,  is 
undoubtedly  a  Reafon  why  the  Clergy  fhould  be  al- 
lowed time  to  procure  them.    In  truth,  the  Materials ^ 
by  which  the  Charges  are  to  be  confronted,  do  nor, 
like  thofe  Charges,  lie  ready  for  Ufe,  in  ^./ingle  Re^ 
pofttory\  but  are  to  be  gathered  from  all  the  different 
Quarters  o\  a  large  Kingdom.  And  mojl  of  the  Tranf- 
a£tions,  that  want  to  be  explained,  are  of  {q  long  a 
Standings  that  they  cannot  now  be  explained  but  by 
the  furviving  Friends  and  Succcflbrs  of  thofe  who 
were  the  immediate  yi£lors  in  them  ;  and  who,  be* 
ing  confcious  that  they  aded  in  Conformity  to  the 
Law  of  their  Country,   have  not    been  careful   to 
commit  to  Writing  the  Motives  of  their  Conduft,  at 
they  could  not  forefee  it  would  be  arraigned* 

E  OC 
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6f  the  1180  Prorecutions  fpccified  !fi  the  ^rief 
Account^  near  half  (532)  happened  in  the  firfi  ten 
Years  after  the  pafling  of  the  Adls  of  the  7.  ahd  8. 
of  W.  III.  (i.  e.)  in  the  m?^  rmtde  Pm  oF  the  Pe- 
riod of  ftn'iy  Years^  and  thirty  Tears  before  the  iSrfef 
Acamnt  was  put  to  the  Prefi. 

This  Proportion  may  be  fuppofed  to  be  pretty 
much  the  fame  in  each  Diocefe.  In  that  of  Ti^rkj 
Nine  only  of  the  twenty-four  Clergymen  fet  down  as 
Profecutors  of  the  fakers  were  living  in  1736 ;  of 
whom  Fwr  have  died  finoe. 

In  defending  the  Dead^  therefore,  the  utmoft  Cau- 
tion fhould  be  ufed  to  fupply  what  cannot  be  leamc 
from  them ;  that  they  may  not  be  injured  by  a  h^y, 
!mperfe£fc  Defence^  more  than  by  a  ra(h,  groundle& 
Accufation. 

It  is  prefumed  every  Clergyman^  and  every  Well- 
wilhcr  of  the  Clergy^  who  hath  looked  into  the  jBx- 
aminations  of  the  Brief  Account  that  have  hitherto 
been  made  public,  wifhes  to  fee  the  fTbole  examined : 
But,  it  is  hoped,  the  unexamined  Part^  by  what 
hath  been  already  done,  js  not  likely  to  be  implicitly 
believed,  though  it  fhould  not  immediately  be  contra-^ 
difted  in  Form. 

After  all,  it  is  owned  that  the  Clergy  are  not  held 
together  by  as  firm  an  Union  as  the  fakers :  But 
mere  Union  does  not,  of  itfelf,  necefTarily  imply  any 
thing  commendable  ^  for  an  Union  againft  Law  is  a 
G)nfpiracy  againft  Government.     But  the  fakers 
might  have  decently  enjoyed  the  Advantage  of  their 
Union,   without  infulting  thofe  againft  whom  it  is 
employed ;  for  fuch  an  Infult  is  neither  politic  nor 
Chriftian :  And  when  the  Cafes  of  this  Enquiry  have 
been  difcufTed,  it  may,  upon  better  Grounds,  be  de- 
termined, whether  thofe,  who  endeavoured  to  obtain 
an  Alteration  of  the  Law  of  Property  upon  falfi 

Sug- 
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^uggefiionsi  or  thole,  who  delayed  to  iky  any  thii^ 
Cilfthey'  could  fpeak  home  and  to  the  Furpoie ;  have 
been  the  moft  egrtgims  TrijUn  mtb  the  L^^afure. 

The  laft  Cavity  tha£  will  be  ukeo  notice  of  lA 
this  Introduction,  relates  to  a  very  radona]  lair  Me- 
thod purfucd  by  the  Examiners  or  the  Bri^  Acceim^^ 
in  comparing  the  Number  of  the  Ferfons  profccuted 
with  the  Extent  of  each  Diocefe.  This  is  treated  by 
the  ^j^ers  as  "  an  artful  Aiiiufement,  tending  to 
'  **  ^Tdt  the  Reader's'  Aftention  from  the  main  Poiru, ' 
**'to  a  Matter  of  M  Confequence,  For,  (ay  they,  our 
**  Sufferings  by  iiSo  Profecutions  would  have  bem 
**  e^a^  grievous,  thoush  not  one  of  them  had  been 
*»  in  this  or  Hax.  pariicuhr  Diocefe. 

But  the  DeGgn  of  this  Obfervacion  was  not^  what 
the  ^akersf  by  their  Reply,  would  have  it  thought 
to  be,  to  lejjen  the  Number  of  the  Prefecutam.,  qr 
the  Su^erif^s  of  the  fakers  by  tbem  j  but  only  to 
make  It  ££;^^  underftood,  that,  though  iiSo  Pro- 
fecutions looK  like  a  formidable  Number  in  the 
Title-page  of  a  PampiHety  yet  when  they  are  divided 
and  fcattcred  through  England  and  ff^aies^  rhey  ap- 
pear, what  they  are  in  Reality,  inconfiierable ;  even 
without  the  Help  of  thofe  other  Obfervarions,  by 
which  fo  many  of  them  muft  be  deducted  2ifal/e  or 
impertinent. 

51>/'j  Method  of  proceeding  therefore  ftrikcs  at 
the  fundanenlal  "Ground  upon  which  the  ^akm 
went,  in  fubmitting  their  Brief  Account  to  the  Con- 
fidcration  of  the  Members  of  both  Houfcs  of  Par- 
liament J  namely,  the  Frequency  of  the  Grievances 
complained  of.  For  Frequency  is  a  Term  relative  to 
the  Length  of  Time,  and  Extent  of  Place,  widiin 
which  the  Events,  it  is  applied  to,  happen.  When 
therefore  a  Government  is  called  upon  to  redreis 
Grievances  upon  account  of  their  Number ^  i.  c.  their 
E  2  I'Te*\«ei\c^  \ 
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Frefuencyy  the  Force  of  this  Plea  is  to  be  tried  b/ 
oomparing  the  whole  Number  oi  the  Grievances 
with  the  Number  of  Tears^  durpig  wbub  they  were 
incurred,  and  the  Largenefs  of  the  Cauntryj  wbere 
the  Scene  of  them  is  laid.  By  Parity  of  Reafon,  if 
they  are  not  ail  examined  at  once,  csuJi  Parcel  is  to 
be  refpcAively  compared  mth  the  Diftria  to  which 
K  belongs. 

It  is  evidendy  then  both  material  and  pertinent  to 
obferve,  that  the  Dioce/i  of  T0rk^  containii^  more 
than  Three  Fmrths  of  Tbrkfidre^  with  the  emire  Gmn  - 
ty  of  Nottingham^  and  the  peculiar  Jurifdidion  of 
Hexamjbire  in  Northumberland^  hath  in  it  578  ReSo- 
ries  and  Vicarages^  befides  246  endowed  Oiracies. 

Now,  during  the  Compafi  of  forty  Years,  in  fuch 
an  extenfive,  populous  Diocefe,  which  does  alfo 
abound  in  ^akers^  there  have  been  only  148  Peribns 
of  that  Sed  profecuted  in  the  Exchefuer^  EccUftafti- 
cal  and  other  Courts^  according  to  the  Computation  of 
the  Quakers  themfelves,  in  the  Index  prefixed  to  the 
Brief  Account.  From  thefe  are  to  be  dedu&ed  nine- 
teeny  as  belonging  to  the  Diocele  of  Chefier.  And, 
of  the  remaining  129,  only  fifty-four  arc  charged  as 
profecuted  by  the  Cler^  of  the  Diocefe  of  Tbrk^ 
either  Jingfyy  or  in  Conjundion  with  other  Profecu- 
tors :  the  reft  having  been  profecuted  either  by  Tytbe- 
Farmers^  Church-Wardens ^  Impropriators^  and  Pa- 
riJb'ClerkSy  Perfons  not  defcribedj  or  not  coming  within 
any  of  thefe  Defcriptions' 

Three  being  diftinguifhed  as  profecuted  by  Tytbe- 
Farmers  under  Incumbents^  they  alfo  arc  examined  in 
this  Enquiry  -,  that  no  Profecucion  might  be  omitted, 
which  could,  by  any  forced  Conftrudtion,  be  impu- 
ted to  the  Infiuence  of  a  Clergyman. 

All  the  fifty-feven  Perfons,  thus  fet  down  as  pro- 
fecuted by  die  Clergy  of  the  Diocefe  of  Tark^  and  the 

'  Txtbe- 
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Tytbe- Farmers  under  Incufnbents ;  were,  in  reality,  no 
more  than  twemy-feoen  Pro/ecu f ions ;  and,  as  fuch,  they 
are  examined  in  twenty-feven  Cafes,  which  will  now 
be  fubmitted  to  the  Reader.  It  may  be  proper  to 
apprize  him,  that  each  Profecution^  with  the  Note  fub- 
joined,  and  the  Capital  Letter  referring  to  that  Note^ 
where  there  happened  to  be  one,  is  tranfcribed  verbo' 
tim  from  the  Brief  Account ;  and  the  Page,  where  it 
is  to  be  found,  is  conftamly  quQtod :  fo  that  he  has 
before  him  the  Whole  of  what  vk  alledged  on  Mh 
Si4es. 


CASE 
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^  Qu  A K  E  R s  Charge. 

PAGE  157  [X]  1696.    Hbkry  Robinson 
and  Thomas  Smith,  both  of  AppUton  Juptr 
Wifke^  were  profecuted  in  die  EccUJiaftical 
Court  for  Tythes,  at  the  Suit  of  R.  Godfalve  Parfon, 

To  which  this  Note  [X]  isfubjtnned. 

RMnfoH  and  Smth  were  committed  to  larh  Caftle 
in  the  Month  called  May  16^6.  Smith  died  a  Pri- 
jbner  on  the  25th  of  the  Month  called  March  fol- 
lowing ;  and  Rabinfon  was  releafed  by  Superfedeas  out 
of  the  Court  of  Chancery  on  the  19th  of  the  Month 
called  March  169^,  after  about  twenty-two  Months 
Imprifonment. 

The  Answer. 

This  Profecution  being  of  forty  Years  (landing, 
no  Information  could  be  obtained  concerning  the 
Grcumftances  of  it,  from  any  of  the  Perfons  ap- 
plied to  as  moft  likely  to  be  able  to  remember  and 
explain  this  Tranfaftion  ;  but  the  A£ls  of  the  Ec^ 
eleftaftical  Court  alone  afford  the  completeft  Confiita- 
£00  of  tbc  Quakers  Charge. 

"The 


^  thi  Acctmntfrom  thence  is  as  folhwi. 

It  appears  from  the  Re^er^  that  this  Caufe  wal 
begun  the  17th  cSOSober  1695.— The  Libel  agaioft 
Robin/on  was  for  fmall  Tythes  from  the  Year  1692  to 
1695  indufive. — The  Libel  againft  Smith  was  for 
fmail  Tythes  for  four  Years  ending  in  1692,— They 
were  both  exoonununicated  for  a  Contempt  in  refii- 
fing  to  ^ve  their  Anfwers  to  the  Libel ;  and  14x1a 
the  laft  Day  of  Jamary  1695,  SigmficOvits  werede^ 
creed. 

So  that  the  PaHbn,  at  the  time  when  die  Soil 
commenced,  had  no  other  Remedy  for  the  Recovery 
of  hJs  Tythes,  but  by  Suit  in  the  EccIelkEHod 
Court,  or  a  Court  tf  Equity  1  and  the  whole  Pko* 
ceediogt  fo  far  as  tte  Ecclefidtical  Court  was  oon- 
temed,  was  over  before  the  Ads  of  the  7.  aiid'8« 
of  ^.  IIL  Ch«  6.  and  34.  took  place. 

Tlus  firft  Caie  is  a  notorious  Inftance  of  what  wal 
obferved  in  the  Introdudion  concerning  the  ikGwimtf 
ttpon  which  the  Brief  jiecaunt  was  compiled ;  and 
gUb  a  Prorfy  that  the  ^uakersy  in  compiling  it,  te* 
hcdfolefy  upon  thofe  Memoirs^  without  having  re- 
courfe  to  the  Entries  and  Records  of  the  refoedive 
Courts.  Both  thefe  Points  will  be  abundandy  con- 
firmed by  a  Variety  of  Examples  in  the  Pn^^reis  of 
this  Enquiry. 

CASE  n.  ♦ 

The  Qjj  A  K  £  R  s  Charge. 

■ 

^^  159  [!)]  1^9*    Henry  Robinson,  £li« 
£ABETH  Smith  Widow,  Thomas  Smith  herSon^ 

^  This  Cafe  is  fabjoined  to  Cafe  I,  as  It  relates  to  tlie  fame 
Placi  and  the  fiune  Pr^JkcutoTj  though  it  doth  not  immedtateljr 
follow  it  In  the  BrhfAcenmt.    The  other  C«fei  YiVA.  Va  x:dinw>ax 
the  Order  in  which  ihey  are  thtrt  fWtd, 
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and  James  Rutter,  all  of  Apfieton  Juptr  fPtJke^ 
were  profccutcd  in  the  Excbepter  for  Tythes,  at  the 
Suk  cd  Richard  Godfahe  Rc&or  of  Great  Smeam^ 
and  Qerk  of  the  Chapelry  of  AppUtm. 

To  which  this  Note  [D]  is  Jiihjoined. 

ESzabeth  Smith  and  her  Son,  and  James  Rutter^ 
wect  comnoitted  to  Tork  God  on  the  24th  of  tha 
Month  called  Januan  1699.  But  the  Profecutor 
dying,  they  were  dilcbarged  in  the  Month  called 
March  following. 

fbe  Answer  of  the  Reverend  Mr.  Warwick 
ReSor  of  Great  Smeaton  in  the  Dioceje  of  Chefter, 
Curate  of  Appleton  upon  Wilk  in  the  Dioceje  of 
York. 

The  Quakers  above-mentioned  were  profecuted 
by  Mr.  Godfalve  Redor  of  Great  Smeaton^  for  Ty  thea 
due  to  him,  which  muft  have  been  of  a  confidera- 
ble  Value,  as  Appleton  is  Part  of  a  Reftory,  and 
fome  of  the  fakers  occupied  pretty  large  Farms  in 
that  Chapelry ;  the  Tythes  of  which  could  not  be 
come  at  in  a  peaceable  Way :  For,  when  Mr.  God^ 
falve  endeavoured  to  take  them  peaceably,  the  fa- 
kers flopped  the  Road  with  Forks,  &fr.  fometimes 
lying  where  the  Cart  fliould  pafs,  in  order  to  ob- 
ftruft  its  Paflfage  ;  and  at  the  fame  time  threatening 
him,  his  Servants,  and  Horfes  with  Death,  if  they 
came  thither  for  any  thing.  Upon  this,  Mr.  Godfalvt 
applied  to  Mr.  Caverley  of  EryholmCy  a  neighbour- 
ing Juftice  of  Peace,  who  fent  out  his  Warrants  for 
the  fakers ;  bur,  upon  their  appearing,  found  them 
fo  pofitive  and  obftinate,  that  he  told  Mr.  Godfalve 
he  could  do  nothing  for  him,  and  advifed  him  to 
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prolecate  them  fome  other  Way:  whereupon,  Mr« 
Gf^ahe  had  recourfe  to  the  Exchequer. 

This  Information  I  had  from  one  Anderfon^  who  ' 
married  a  Daughter  of  Robinfon^  one  of  the  fakers 
profecuted ;  and  who  told  me,  before  a  credible  Wit- 
nefs,  that  he  had  this  Account,  (which  I  have  fenc 
in  his  own  Words)  relating  to  the  Juftice  of  Peace^ 
fW>m  his  lVife'%  own  Mouth,  and  that  (be  remem-  ' 
bers  the  whole  Affair  very  well.    She  is  ftill  a  ^tf- 

^Tbe  Account  from  the  Records  of  the  Exchequer  is  as 
follows. 

Ann,  1699,  !!•  ^.  III.  in  Michaelmas-Term,  Ri*^ 
chard  Godfalve  CK  filed  a  Bill  againft  Thomas  Sndlb^ 
Elizabeth  his  Wife,  Thomas  Smith  their  Son,  Henry 
Robinfon^  and  James  Ruttery  for  great  and  (mall 
Tythcs,  and  for  Eajler-Offerings ;  and  to  difcffoer^ 
what  Ty  thes  Thomas  Smith  the  Father  had,  and  what 
they  fevecJly  had,  and  to  account  for  the  fame. 
The  Plaintiff  dying,  there  were  no  farther  Pro* 
ceedings  in  the  Cauie :  but  the  Suit  was  afterwards 
revived  by  the  Executors  of  Mr.  Godfalve^  who, 
Ann.  1700,  11.  W.  III.  in  Trinity-Term^  filed  ano- 

•  N.  B.  Mr.  Warimclt$  Anfwcr,  which  was  received  in  N§» 
vernier  1738,  is  here  printed  at  length  in  his  own  Wools-  In  t 
Letter,  which  was  fent  with  it,  he  refers  to  the  Reafon  which  he 
had  fuppofed  might  poflibly  induce  Mr.  God/ahn  to  carry  the 
Caufe  into  the  Exchequer^  viz,  the  Situation  of  the  Chapelry  i 
but  he  did  not  give  it  a  Place  in  this  Anfwer,  nor  did  it  oefenrt 
one. 

As  the  Examiner  of  the  Cafis  within  the  Diocefe  of  Cbefer 
(amongft  which  thefe  two  are  mferted,  though  properly  belonguig 
to  the  Diocefe  of  York)  hath  only  puhliOied  an  Abftraa  of  MK 
tVar^vick^i  Anfwer,  which  relates  Jouh^  to  the  ieMer  Cafe :  and  as 
moreover,  he  hath  niade  no  ufe  of  the  Entries  in  the  Books  of 
the  £cclefuiUcal  Court,  or  of  the  Records  of  the  Exchequer,  hy 
which  iotb  Cafis  are  fo  fully  anfwered ;  thefe  v^ere  thought  fiifi* 
fient  Groonds  for  reconfidering  them. 
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ther  Bill  againll  the  very  fame  Parties  (except  fbomas 
Smith  the  Father,,  who  was  then  dead)  making  the 
fame  Demand,  in  every  Refbed,  as  in  the  former 
BiU.  On  the  29th  of  OSoher  following,  the  De* 
fendant  Thomas  Smithy  who  ftiles  himfelf  a  ^aker^ 
filed  his  Anfwer,  and  denied  the  R^ht  to  the  Tythes 
demanded,  fetting  forth,  that  he  knew  not  whether 
any  Ea/ierrOfferings  or  other  Tythes  were  paid  by 
his  Father — That  his  Father  mortgaged  this  Eftate, 
and  let  the  Mor^agee  enter  *,  that  he  aded  as  Servant 
to  his  Father,  and  then  to  his  Mother,  and  was  a( 
that  time  a  Minor  ;  that  Richard  Godfalve  never 
applied  to  the  Defendant's  Father  or  him  for  Tythes 
of  any  fort,  or  for  Ofierings,  well  knowing  the 
Defendant's  Father  or  He  did  not  occupy  any  L^ds 
in  the  faid  Parilh,  whereby  any  Tythes  could  be- 
come due — And  that  he  could  not  fet  forth  the  Value 
of  any  of  the  Tythes,  pretending  Ignorance  to  all 
the  Qucftions  in  the  PlaintifPs  Bill. 

Theie  are  all  the  Proceedings  in  the  Uvo  Caufes 
that  appear,  there  being  neither  Order  nor  Decree  to 
be  found  as  made  in  either  of  them  :  and  if  the  De- 
fendant Elizabeth  Smithy  or  her  Son^  or  any  other 
Defendant  was  imprifoned  ;  I  apprehend  it  mull 
have  been  by  a  Writ  of  Attachment,  for  not  ap» 
pcaring  or  anfwering. 

It  is  obfervable  in  this  Cafe,  that  Mr.  Godfalve 
did  not  apply  to  the  Court  of  Exchequer^  till  after 
he  had  in  vain  tried  to  recover  his  Dues  by  the 
Jummary  Method.  The  Sum  demanded,  which 
the  fakers  are  very  minute  in  fpecifying  when  it 
happens  to  be  a  Trifle,  is  not  fet  down.  How- 
ever, as  fome  of  the  Defendants  occupied  pretty 
large  Farms,  and  the  Bill  was  filed  for  great  and 
fmall  Tythes  and  Eafier-Offerings^  it  muft  have  been 
ponfidcrabkf    and  probably  exceeded   40  s.     If  it 

4:a 
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dU  ib,  it  was  not  Fccovcrable  hy  the  Statute  of 
pi  aod  8.  of  ^.  III.  C.  6.  bccaufe  that  Statute 
readier  -ooly  to  Cafis  not  exceeding  40  s.  nw  bjr 
the  fubfequent  Statute  pafled  the  iame  Year,  Cb.  34. 
becaufe  Eafier-Offerings  were  Part  of  the  Demand^ 
and  tins  Statute  takes  in  only  Tythes  and  Church- 
Raixs»  find  was  not  extended  to  all  cuftomary  ot 
other  Rigjita,  Dues,  or  Paynients,  till  the  fiift  Vear 
c^  his  late  Majefty*s  Reign.  And,  exdufive  of  all 
tl^  Cpnfidei^ukHUi,  ^&fsjj  Smith  in  his  Aitfwer 
denied  die  R^bt  ^  Tytbest  fo  that  it  was,  io  no  Re- 
1^1^  <;iCBnlzable  by  the  Juftices  of  Peace^ 

ijie  #^  then  of  the  Charge  brought  a^idEt 
Mr.  Qpdfdw  in  the  tvo  preoeding  Cafis^  ia  nelditf 
more  nor  leia  than  this }  uiat,  in  txtcjirfit  he  did  noC 
make  ufe  of  a  Remedy  before  the  LegiQature  had 
prwrided  ic  \  and  chat,  in  the  feamdy  he  did  ngc 
9run  the  Rpmc^dy  to  a  Pdnt  wMch  it  was  ner^  ip- 
Hended  ro  reach. 

CASE   in. 

The  C^u  A  K  E  R  8  Charge. 

I^  158.  [A]  1696.  George  Shaw  Of  Bro^' 
fiie  in  the  Parifh  of  BradfieU^  and  William  Shaw 
of  the  ISUt  were  profecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for 
Tythes,  at  the  Suit  of  EAward  Manfell  Prieft  rf 
£eeUsfitid,  and  Geor;ge  Fox  and  Henty  Fox  Im|H^ri- 


Ta  which  this  Note  [A]  isfubjoined. 

The  Decree  of  the  Court   was  for  Tythes  due 
from  George  Shaw  2  j.  81^.  and  from  JVUliam  Shaw 
ij/.^.^.   They  were  both  committed  CO  2^rit  Caftle 
F  1  <sc^ 


/ 
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bn  the  i6th  of  the  Month  called  April  1698,  and 
1-emained  Prifoners  upwards  of  five  Years  and  five 
Months,  till  difcharged  by  the  Profccutoi^s  Order 
'  on  the  firft  of  OSober  1703. 


^e  Answer  of  the  Reverend  Mr.  Steer,  the 

frefent  Vicar  tf  Ecdesfield. 

.  The  two  Shaws  above-mentioned  of  the  Cbapelry  of 
BradfieU^  were  under  a  Pr6fecution  in  the  Exchequer, 
at  the  Suit  of  Mr.  Manfel  Vicar  of  Eccle^ddj  who 
had  one  Third  of  the  Tythes ;  and  of  Geor^  Fo9C  and 
Henry  Fox  Impropriators,  who  had  the  oth^r  two 
Parts.  There  had  been  a  Suit,  as  I  am  informed, 
between  them  and  one  Jonathan  Shaw  a  Churchman, 
about  the  Manner  of  Ty thing  Lambs :  and,  upon 
bis  getting  the  better,  thefe  two  Shows  were  alfo  de- 
termined to  conteft  it ;  upon  a  Pretence,  that  the 
Tythe-Owners  could  not  fupport  their  Right.  I 
am  told  too,  that  they  refuied  to  pay  the  fmall  Mo- 
dus for  Corn  and  Hay ;  which  made  it  more  necef- 
fary  for  the  Vicar  and  Impropriators  to  apply  to  the 
Court  of  the  Exchequer.  Accordingly,  a  Bill  was 
there  filed,  not  only  againft  them  and  one  Booths  all 
three  ^akersy  but  alfo  againft  Richard  Bayley  a 
Churchman  :  which  Ihews,  that  this  Method  was  not 
chofen  by  the  Profccutors  out  of  any  Ill-will  to  the 
leakers  J  but  as  the  moft  proper  and  effeftual  Way  of 
recovering  their  Right.  I  am  told  that  Booth  and 
Bayley  fubmitted ;  and  that  the  Profecution  of  the 
two  Shaws  proceeded  to  an  Attachment.  Upon  this, 
they  made  over  their  Eftates  (which  were  pretty  good 
ones)  to  others  ;  fo  that  there  was  nothing  to  feize 
but  their  Bodies :  Accordingly,  they  were  both  fcnt 
to  Turk  Cattle,  where  one  of  them  married.    They 

had 
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*  had  both  wherewithal  to  releafe  tfaemfelves»  but  would 
not  advance  a  Penny.  i '     - 

Mr.  Manfil^sShs^c  of  the  Eiipiniescf  fbe Sukj-es 

'  one,  to  whom  he  faid  it,  .  txm  me,  amounted  ko 
^o  /.  and  Mr.  Manftl  dedared  to-tbe  fame  Perib^, 

'that  the  Impropriators  (boold-not^fily  draw  him 

:into  another  Cmteft.  

*•  The  vsntiSbaxosj  after  their  Rdeaft  frcmToA^ 

^-Gaftle,  and  Return  to  Braifiei^  iftiii.  refiifed  to  ptty 

«>  cither  Mo^  or  a^y  other  Tythe  (  and  SmiAM  (who 
had  then  taken  Mr.  ManfeP^  third  Part,  and  has  Odn- 
tinned  Tenant  to  the  fame  ever  fince)  fays,  his  ufiial 

:  .Way  of  maaMiqg  th^m  has.  beep  {o  |eize  fometfai|ig 
by  Warrant  otDiftrefs ;  which  the  Juftices  of  Peace 
once  in  two  Years  have  been  more  ready  to  grant, 

'  iince  the  Ri^t  of  Tythes  was  efts^bliihed  in  the  Ex- 
chequer.      .    ...; -  . '      •       .\m 

Mr.  Stur  adds^Havmg  mentioned  Swichi  (who 
in  the  Brief  Account  is  by  Miftake  called  ^tbzvickct) 
I  cannot  forbear  taking  notice  of  another.  Profecution, 
tho'  it  does  not  properly  &11  within  the  Cbmpaik  of 
this  Enquiry,  as  neither  the  Vicar  of  Ecclesfieidy  nor 
the  Curate  of  Bradfieldy  had  any  Cbncem  in  it.  Jt 
is  letdown  in  p.  171.  of  tht  Brief  Account  j  under  the 
Year  1733,  in  thefe  Words. 

John  Leppington  the  elder,  of  Oufbamy  was 
profecuted  in  the  Eccleftajlical  Court  for  about  ten 
Shillings  demanded  for  Tythes,  at  the  Suit  of — ^ 
Ihfxnckett  Tythe- Farmer  of  the  Chapelry  of  Brad- 
field. 

It  is  furprizing  (fays  Mr.  Steer)  that  the  fakers 
fliould  publifh  to  the  World  a  Falfhood  that  could 
with  fo  much  Eafe  and  Certainty  be  deteded.  But 
they  have  in  faA  done  this ;  fince  what  is  here  To 
roundly  afferted,  is  molt  notorioufly  untrue,  if 
Credit  may  be  given  to  Swicket  himfelf :    for  Hs 
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declares,  bt  never  iued  Leppitigtou  in  any  Court 
whatibever  * ;  and  that  the  Wbok  of  the  Tranfadiqn 
w^  no  more  than  this. —  Widow  Shaiw^  of  the 
C^)elry  of  Bra^mrd^  Jeft  her  Brother  John  htf^ 
fb^tm  her  Executor  :  upon  her  Death,  a  Mortiwy 
of  ten  Shillings  was  doe.r-But  as  Lefpingtim  liviod 
at  a  Diftance,  and  Swkkett  mifled  catching  him  b/ 
A  Warrant  fmb  the  Juftices  of  Peace,  when  be  came 
orer  to  fell  hb  late  Sifiser'vS  £ft£b  %  he  dcopc  the 
Afiair  entirely,  and  the  Mortuary  is  unpaid  do  this 
Day. 

fZe  Accmnt  from .  the  Records  of  the  Excbe^ner  is  as 

JbUpws, 

Am.  1694,  6.  /jP;  III.  in  ^6cb.-Term^  Edward 
Manfell  Vicar  of  Ecclesfieldj  George  Fox  Gent.  HjjfA 
Spooner  and  Elizakeib  his  Wife,  ^/^i^  F^^  Yeoman 
and  yfv»^  his  Wife,  and  Henry  Fox^  filed  their  Bill 
;igainft  George  SbaWj  ffVliam  SbaWj  Francis  Booths 
and  Richard  BayUyj  for  great  and  fmall  Tythes  and 
Eafter-Offerings  arifing  in  the  Parifh  of  Bradfield  in 
the  Vicarage  of  Ecclesfield  \  the  faid  Edward  Man- 
fel  being  entitled  to  one  third  Part  of  all  Tythes, 
f^c.  joindy  with  the  other  Plaintiffs,  who  had  a 
Right  to  the  other  two  Parts.  To  this  neither  Booth 
nor  Bayley  anfwered  5  but  the  two  Shaws^  m  HiUary- 
•  Terniy  the  6.  ^.  III.  filed  their  Demurrer. 

On  the  23d  of  April  1695,  which  was  the  Day 
appointed  for  arguing  the  Demurrer ;  no  Council  ap- 
pearing for  the  Defendants  in  fupport  of  it,  the 
Court  over- ruled  the  fame,  with  40  j.  Colb. 

In  confcquence  of  this,  on  the  20th  of  December 
^^95y  the  Defendants  George  and  JViUiam  Shaw  filed 

*  Upon  a  Oria  Seaich  in  the  EccUfiaftieal  Court  at  York,  no 
Minute  of  this  Oufe  i«  found  in  the  Books.  . 

their 
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their  joint  Anjioer  \  by  which  they  pretended  Igno- 
rance to  dl  the  Cbu-ges  in  the  Bil^  bat  infifted  on 
feveral  Modufs  for  great  and  fmaU  Tythes,  and  ie- 
med  the  Right  di  Eofier-Offtrit^s^  allerting  they 
nev^er  paid  2  ^.  for  Ofierii^,  nor  believe  their  An« 
cellors  ever  paid  it. 

To  this  Anfwer  the  Plaintifis  replied,  and  the  De- 
fendants rejoined ;  and,  the  Caufe  being  at  Iflue,  fe- 
veral Witneffes  Were  examined  by  Commiflion  in  the 
Country.— -«On  the  Return  of  the  Commiflion, 
the  17th  Day  of  November  in  MUbaelmas-Term^ 
the  %.W.  III.  a  Rule  for  Publication  was  {^iven  \ 
and,  the  Defendants  (hewing  no  Caufe  againft  it,  the 
Depofitions  were  accordingly  publilhed ;  and  on  the 
5th  of  February  J  in  HUlary'Term  following,  the  Plain* 
tifis  moved  for  Liberty  to  prove  Exhibits  at  the 
Hearing. 

On  the  8th  of  February^  in  the  fame  ^erm^  the 
Court  decreed,  that  the  Defendants,  George  and 
William  Sbaw^  Ihould  pay  unto  ihi^  Plaintiff  Mattel 
one  third  Part  of  the  fmall  Tythe^^md  other  Dues, 
and  unto  the  other  Plaintifl^  the  ot)ier  two  third 
Parts :  And,  for  that  purpofe,  it  was  i^erred  to  the 
Deputy  Remembrancer  to  compute  how  much  was 
feverally  due  to  the  Plaintiffs,  and  how  much  the 
Modus* s  came  to. 

This  Account  being  fettled,  on  the  25th  of  June^ 
the  9.  of  fF.  IIL  in  Trimly-Term^  the  Caufe  came 
to  a  farther  Hearing  on  the  Deputy's  Report,  which 
the  Defendants  George  and  ffilliam  Shaw  oppofcd 
by  their  Council :  But»  on  Debate,  it  was  decreed  by 
the  Court,  that  the  iaid  Report  (hould  be  confirmed, 
and  that  George  Shaw  (hould  pay  unto  the  Plaintifls 
6s.  id.  for  the  M^s\  fmall  Tythes,  and  other 
Dues ;  and  that  William  Sbaw  (hould  pay  unto  the 
£iid  Plaintiffs  13J.  4  J.  for  the  iame,  with  Cofts  to 
be  taxed  againft  diem* 
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In  ACcbaelmaS'Term^  9.  ff^.  III.  Nov.  4,  the 
Plaintiffs  obtained  an  Order  for  an  Attachment  a- 
gainft  George  and  William  Shaw^  for  not  performing 
the  Decree,  and  for  not  paying  32  /.  Cofts  [taxed : 
On  which  Attachment  they  were  tsiken  up  and  im* 
prifoned. 


The  above  Cafe  defcrves  a  peculiar  Attention ; 
as  carrying  with  it  the  Appearance  of  Severity  on 
the  Part  of  the  Profccutors,  and  of  Suffering  on  the 
Part  of  the  Profecuted  ;  whereas,  in  faft,  the  Profe^ 
cutors  were  the  chief  SuflFerers  ;  and  this  Profecutum 
when  impartially  laid  open,  fumifhes  a  notable  Speci- 
men of  the  unfair  Art  employed  by  the  ^akersj  in 
cooking  up  their  CoHeftion  of  Hardfhips.  For,  if 
the  Introdu£iion  had  not  put  us  upon  our  Guard,  and 
the  firft  Cafe  had  not  flrengthened  that  Ciution  by 
an  Inftance  in  Point ;  it  might  have  paflfed  unob- 
fcrvcd,  that  this  Suit  too  was  begun  in  the  Exchequer 
a  Year  before  thofe  A6ts  were  in  being. 

But  we  have  the  Records  of  the  Exchequer  for 
Vouchers,  that  the  Bill  was  filed  in  ACcbaelmas-Term 
the  6.  of  W.  III.  and  alfo,  that  the  Tale  to  the 
Tythes  demanded  was  in  ^eftion.  For  the  two 
Sbaws  demurred  to  the  Bill,  becaufe  that  Tide  was 
not  fct  forth  ;  and,  that  Demurrer  being  over-ruled, 
in  their  Anfwer^  they  infilled  upon  feveral  Modui's 
for  great  and  fmall  Tythes,  and  denied  the  Right  of 
Eajter-Offerings. 

In  the  whole  Courfe  of  the  Proceedings,  no  mention 
is  made  of  two  of  the  Defendants,  viz.  Richard 
Bayley  a  Churchman^  and  Francis  Booth  a  ^aker  : 
which  confirms  what  Mr.  Steer  was  told,  that  they 
fubmitted.  Thus  Booth  was  unfaithfol  in  his  Tefti- 
mony^  and,  accordingly,  no  Notice  is  taken  of  him  by 
the  fakers  as  a  perfccuted  Brother  s  thopgh,  in  other 

Cafes^ 


[41] 

CafeSy  they  formally  fet  Perfons  down  as  profecnted^ 
merely  becaufe  they  were  made  Parties  to  Bills  in  the 
Excbequef^  that  were  only  jiUdj  and  dropt.     But  the 
Obftinacy  of  the  two  Shaws  made  amends  :    and,  in 
their  Behaviour,  we  have  a  Specimen,  what  Lengths 
feme  of  thefe  fcrupulous  Confciences  can  be  brought 
to  run.     For  they  litigated  the  Right  of  the  Plain- 
tifis  to  the  Tythes  through  all  the  Steps  of  Law  ; 
and  then  made  over  their  Eftates  (  which  Mr.  Steer 
fays  were  pretty   good  ones)  to  others,  to  deprive 
juft  Claimants  of  that  Satisfaftion  which  the  Law 
had  decreed  they  fliould  receive.     The  Imprifonment 
then  of  the  two  Shaws  was  the  Confequence  of  their 
own  fraudulent  AA,   which  left  no  other  poffible 
Means  of  redrefs  ;  and  which  merited  more  than  ic 
fuffered,  to  deter  others  from  the  like  Praftice.   That 
the  G)nfinement  was  not  a  clofe  or  a  fevere  one,  we 
may  coUcftfrom  hence  ;  that  one  of  the  Shaws  mar- 
ried while  he  was  in  Prifon ;  and  neither  of  them 
would  advance  a  fingle  Penny  to  be  relcafed  fix)m  it : 
Though  Mr.  Steer  fays,  they  had  wherewithal  to  re- 
leafe  themfelves.     But  at  laft  it  is  owned,  they  were 
releafed  by  the  Profecutor^s  Order  5  though,  it  is  not  lb 
much  as  fuggefted,  that  they  made  the  lead  Satisfa&ion 
either  for  the  original  Dues,  or  the  Cofts  of  Suit. 

In  the  Note  fubjoined  to  this  Profecution,  it 
is  faid.  That  the  Decree  of  the  Court  was  for 
Tythes  due  from  George  ShaWy  2  s.  8  i  i  from  If^l* 
Ham  Sbaw^  13  •^«  4  ^.— Now  the  Decree  was  expref* 
fed  thus — That  George  Shaw  fhould  pay  unto  the 
PlaintiflF6j.  8  d.  and  William  Shaw  i^s^  4^.  for 
the  Modus^s^  fmall  Tythes,  and  other  Dues»  with 
Cofts  of  Suit. 

Such  is  the  Complexion  of  this  Cafe :  and  from 
that  Light,  which  Mr.  Steer^s  Anfwer,  and  the  Re- 
cords  of  the  Exchequer  have  thrown  upon  it,  may 
we  not  fairly  appeal  to  the  World— ^ 

G  ^\«xfeRx 
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WbedM't  tf  we  fimpofe  the  Quakers  to  have  not 
known  dut  this  ProMoodon  was  began  before  the 
pflfling  of  the  Afis  of  the  7.  &  8.  A^.  IIL  this  is 
HOC  another  Proof,  that  thqr  rdnd  JbUy  upon  the 
Mtmmn  tranfinitted  bj  the  Perfins  fnfkmUj  as 
had&  been  obierved  upon  the  firft  Cafe  f 

On  the  other  fide,  if  we  fuppofe  them  to  have 
known  this,  whedier  inferdng  a  Fkofecudon  i^  dr* 
cnmftanced,  tinder  a  WRXig  Date  in  die  Ari^./lRMrffr, 
is  not  a  wilful  attempt  to  deodve  the  Reader  into 
a  contnry  Opinion  ? 

.  IWhedier,  m  die  Neu  fiitgoined,  then:  dmurdog 
fiom  the  Terms  of  die  Decree,  and  fiifaftitnting  die 
fi^(Ie  Word  ^yibe$  m  the  Room  of  Mpdm^B^  finM 
fytbes^  Md  ^her  Dtes^  wi$b  Ofis  ef  8miy  does  not 
leem  done  with  a  Defign  to  obviate  any  Surmiiethat 
tiie  Tttk  to  the  Tydie  was  in  fgeflm ;  finoe  the 
Terms  of  the  Decree  itfelf,  parricuhrly  the  Word 
JMbdM/s^  moft  lia?e  railed  a  Suipidon  of  what  the 
Records  prove  ? 

Whether,  from  the  (todied  Conceahnents  and  Mif- 
reprefentadons  deteded  in  this  Cafe,  which,  upon  the 
Face  ^  it  in  the  Brief  Account ^  feems  to  bear  hard 
upon  die  Perfons  profecuted  \  though,  when  the 
whole  is  dated,  it  is  evident  the  Profecutors  were  the 
diief  Sufierers ;  we  are  not  only  juflified  in  queftion* 
ing  the  Truth  of  other  Cafis  that  reft  upon  the  bare 
Aflerdon  of  the  S^uakers  \  but  are  alfo  obliged,  in 
point  of  Eqaity,  not  to  determme  that  a  Geigyman 
or  any  other  Profecotor  was  oppreflive,  merely  be* 
caufe  the  Proceedings  appear  rigorous  ? 

Whetherthis  equitable  Conffarudion  does  not  ftriAIy 
hold  in  all  (hofe  Inftances  where  for  want  of  a  com«- 
pleat  Knowledge  of  Parriculars,  through  Diflance  of 
Time,  and  the  Death  of  the  Froftcutor,  a  diftinft 
Anfwer  cannot  be  given  to  every  Circumibnce  •,  tU 
peciaU/  when  the  general  Oiarafter  of  any  Clergy- 
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nun  or  odier  Profeonor  nndai  it  imprafaibk  dat 
he  could  be  ddignedly  laid  and  vouxiua  ? 

And  laftly,  whedier  fiicfa  impfTfeacrfoneoos  Mi« 
nBKk  of  2,  Tnn&dion,  die  rnhc  Knowledge  of 
which  depends  i^nn  a  Variety  (rf  eflential  GraoiD* 
ftancca  not  esprefled,  could  enaUe  the  Reader  0» 
frame  any  Jodgmcnt  but  a  wrong  ooci  And 
confeipiently,  whedier  the  Narrative  of  this  Fro* 
lecutioa  (and  the  Htne  may,  in  a  good  net* 
fiire,  be  &id  of  «0  the  reft)  coold  mm  any  Fio* 
oriecy  be  ftiled  tpartieMlar  SpteificatiM  o/Cavmu^ 
Ferjm,  PUeu,  and  Sma,  when  the  Csmfit  ait 
not  fpecified,  and  the  7?«f  is  fpccificd  wrongly  i 

C  A  S  E    IV. 

^he  (Xs  A  K  B  R  8  Charge. 

Pifp  159  [C]  1690.  Edward  Waikir  oF 
TSvrnfWf  k  Mkt  in  diePariih  of  Little  Ottertm,  waa 

?rofecuted  in  the  Exebecpier  for  Tythc3  at  the  Suit  of 
ohifyaHur,  VaxQxiOt  Little Otterton. 

To  which  this  Note  [C]  isfubjmied* 

Edoard  H^alker,  for  one  Year^  Compofition  for 
Tydics,  amountingtoaboutjj.  ^d.  was  committed 
to  thrk  Qiltle  on  me  aift  diOBober  1699,  and  re- 
maned PrifoDcr  about  nine  Years  and  three  QuaIter^  ' 
till  difchuged  by  Superfedeas  upon  an  AA  of  Grace, 
on  the  20m  of  the  Month  called  July  1709. 

The  AiuwzR  tf  the  Reverend  Mr.  Dekt  the  pnfeMt 
Vuarif  Nonh-Ottrington. 

Upm  die  ftriAeft  Enquiry  that  I  have  been  able 
to  makei  at  fuch  a  diftanceof  Time,  \caxk&'c^^» 
G  2  ««»»- 
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feehaiti  'Memory  prelcrved  amongfl;  us  of  the  Gr* 
ciunftances  of  this  Tranfa£iJon.    But  there  are  thofe 
who  remember  that  Edward  talker  removed  from 
SlonUan  le  Moor  to  SkeUon  near  Tork^  and  that  he 
was  committed  Prifoner  after  this  Removal :  nor  do 
cbey  recoiled  that  they  ever  heard  it  faid,  that  Ed^ 
ward  fFalker  was  committed  at  the  Suit  of  Mr.  Jolm 
Walker.    The  Parifhioners  inform  me,   that  Mr. 
IFalkir  their  Vics»*  was  efteemed  a  good-natured 
peaceable  Man :  and  ibme  I  have  confultied  do  re* 
member,  that  he  had  the  Quaker ^  mentioned  in  the 
Firolecution,  before  a  neighbouring  Juftice  nf  Peace^ 
upon  Non-payment  of  his  Compofidon  for  Tythes, 
which  amounted  to  about  3  J.   4  ^.  a  Year. — Mr. 
fTalker  had  a  great  Family,   and  but  a  fmall  In- 
come :  For  the  Vicarage  of  Nortb-Ottrinrton  confifts 
of  a  G)mpo(itton  for  fmall  Tythes,  including  Eajier- 
Offerings^  a  Modus  for  the  Tythe-Hay,  and  about 
three  Acres  of  Glebe-Land,  amounting  in  the  whole 
10  thirty-nine  Pounds  fourteen  Shillings  ptr  Annum. 


Jie  Account  from  the  Exchequer  /V- 


That  in  the  loth  of  JV.  III.  in  Micbaelmas-Term^ 
there  was  a  Bill  filed  by  John  fTalker  Qerk,  a^inft 
Edward  Walker  Yeomap.  It  does  not  appear  that  any 
Jknfwer  was  put  in  to  the  Bill ;  fo  that  it  is  moft  pro- 
,bal>le  the  Defendant  was  committed  by  an  Attach- 
went  ifliied  out  againft  him  for  being  in  Contempt. 


Mr.  fi^alker  hath  been  dead  twenty-five  Years. 
Since  his  Death  there  have  been  three  Vicars  of 
Nortb-Ottrington ,  ( the  fakers  by  mifbke  call  it 
OtterUm)  and  the  preicnt  Vicar  was  inftituted 

to 
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to  it  fo  late  as  1732.  It  is  not  to  be  wondered  theire- 
fore,  that  he  (hould  not  be  able  to  procure  a  diftinft 
Information  ot  the  Particulars  of  fb  remote  a  Tran- 
fadioii.  But  one  Particular  he  hath  learnt,  and  that 
a  very  material  one  ;  that  Mr.  fTalker  fummoned  the 
^aker  before  a  Juftice  of  Peace  for  the  Demand 
fpecified  in  the  Note  of  this  Profecution :  and  the 
State  of  the  Vicarial  Tythes,  as  fet  forth  by  Mr.  Defa^ 
does  not  leave  us  to  a  mere  Conjedure  that  the  Juftice 
cf  Peace  refofed  to  ad>  but  affords  a  plain  Reafon  why 
he  probably  could  not  aft  in  ibis  Otfe.  For  all  the 
fmail  Tythes  and  Eafter-Offerings  being  covered  1^ 
one  general  Compofition,  and  there  being  befides  this 
a  Modus  for  Ty the- Hay, — how  obvious  was  it  for  the 
^akery  under  this  general  CompoHtion  and  Modus^ 
to  queftion  the  Vicar's  77//^  to  the  particular  Sum 
demanded  of  him  ;  and  how  difficult  muft  it  be  to 
liquidate  and  afcertain  the  fpecial  Sum  due  from  a 
(ingle  Perfon,  for  his  Share  of  the  fmall  Tythes  and 
Eafter-OfferifigSj  when  the  fmall  Tythes  and  Eafter- 
Offerings  of  all  the  Parifh  were  thus  blended  toge- 
ther ?  He  needed  only  alledge  that  very  thing  to  flop 
any  prudent  Juftice  of  Peace  from  meddling  with 
the  Afiair,  efpecially  as  this  was  then  a  new-created 
Remedy ;  and  the  Conftruftion  and  Operation  of 
thofe  Adts,  could  not,  at  that  time,  be  fo  well  under- 
ftood  and  fettled,  as  they  have  fmce  been  from 
Pradtice  and  Experience. 

Thofe,  who,  in  their  Brief  Account^  have  given  fo 
many  repeated  Inftances  of  all  that  difregard  to  Cba^ 
rity  with  which  they  would  load  the  Clergy  5  who  can 
accufe  upon  the  moft  doubtful  Circumftances  ;  and,  in 
defenfc  even  of  thofe  who  can  no  longer  be  their  own 
Defenders,  will  allow  nothing  to  be  proved,  if  every 
thing  be  not  demonft rated  ;  will  probably  not  be  fa- 
dsfied  with  this  reafonable  way  of  accounting  for 
Mr.  fFalker^s  having  Rccourle  to  the  Court  ot  En:- 


cbmmr :  And  mdeed>  k  was  not  iottfukd  for  ibeir 
8§agk&km  i  but  k  is  pirfiiiiied^  k  will  kaye  m 
ivMlpt  fiidicvtry  Qip4i4  Knder. 

^  IP  the  Umg  bffnfmmmt  meotioiicd  in  die 
JVhfr»  fipos  po  Ji^iim  Won  to  haTe  been  put  ia 
b^  riic  P^firndsm^  he  mnft  have  incurred  k  (  tf  he 
yiiiilipriM^  atall  k»  r^fcyeyr  ci  ibis  Snk) 
^hduig  ivGMMBjpfi  and  if  lo»  k  was  the  inuae-^ 
diaie  £0ea  of  hU  lofm  Ok/Htuey.  This  cooU  mk 
be  cerounly  forefeen  by  the  Vkvi  br  sU  ^jfAn 
are  not  thus  oi^lMW^^iiptwkfaftaixluig  cfe 
hortations  of  thek  Leaden.  But  admitdWE  k  dnld 
have  beso  forefivtn,  en  obftinate  Man  ibrehrhaih  no 
Reafixi  to  oqpeft »  that  another,  iHtoTe  KirfMi  ha 
detains,  Ibouki  be  moie  tender  of  him  than  «  ia  of 
himfeif.  Thk  would  be  foondiag  a  Qaim  to  be  pri^ 
▼ikged  from  Punifliment  vpoa  the  very  lojoftioethat 
defenres  k. 

But  there  is  a  more  covered  Wrong  done  here  ki 
the  fubtle  Method  of  imputing  the  tnUlr  Imprifen* 
ment  of  Edward  H^Mer  to  the  Vksr:  And  to  havt 
this  fly  Fallacy  fet  in  a  clear  Light,  nuy  be  of  fime 
ufe  io  the  Perufers  rf  the  Brief  Ac^ma. 

In  the  Note  then  fubjoinod  to  this  Prolccution,  it 
is  exprefsly  afierted,  that  '^  Edward  fFalker^  for  one 
^*  Year's  CompoQtkm  for  Tythes,  amounting  to 
^^  about  3  i.  41/.  was  committed  to  2ork  Caftk  cd 
^*  the  lift  of  OSiober  1699,  and  remained  Prifoncr 

QuancTB.** 


In  the  Appendix  to  the  Brief  jicamnij  there  is  >^  a 
^*  Ufi  of  fome  of  the  tedims  htpr^nments  mentioned 
^^  in  the  foregoing  CoUeBum  ^  and  the  Cas^$  of 
^^  them,  with  a  Reference  to  the  Pages  where  dry 
**  are  particularly  fpecified.*' — In  this  IJfi  Edman 
WaJke?^  Imprifonment  k  let  down  in  diefe  Wofds : 
«ft  Edward  fhUker  for  3  s,  4  d.  imprifooed  nine  Teafs 
««  andthreeQuarters.p.i59.^---Thki2{/iry^ 

fore 
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fort  fins  thd  wbok  Impriibnment  upon  the  Proficu* 
don  Tifirrei  (o  in  p.  159,  as  the  Caafe  of  it.    Bot 
in  p.  161.  The  lame  EmoairdfyMer  ( whom  finne 
of  die  Inhabitants  of  Norih-Ottrn^gKm  remember  to 
bare  remoyed  from  Tbomton  le  hbor  to  &kdtm  near 
Tmrk^  and  to  ha^t  been  comitiittrd  Ftifoner  after  this 
Remoral)  is  fet  down  under  the  Year  1700)  as  pro* 
ftdited  at  common  Law  for  Tythes  of  a  Farm  at 
&ukm^  at  the  Suit  of  Rtigir  Tayl$f  Tjrthe^Farmer : 
and  to  this  Profecurion  the  following  JVo/r  b  fiib- 
joined :  ^*  Edward  fTalker  being  before  a  Prifoner 
^^  for  Tythes,  was  ierved  with  this  A&ion  in  the 
*<  Goal,  where  he  ky  a  long  while  after.** — In  the 
firfi  Note,  and  in  the  Reference  to  that  Note  in  die 
Lift  of  Imprifonoients,  the  precife  Time  of  Edward 
ff^alker^s  Imprifonmeht  is  ipecified.    In  the  latter 
Note,  the  ^tme  is  not  fbeciBed ;  nor  is  ibis  Im- 
JNTifenmentin  p.  i6t.  at  all  referred  to  in  the  Liftj^ 
though  anotber  lUij^Hfomnent,  which  occurs  in  that 
t^kgc,  is  aftually  itfetred  to.    Muft  not  thb  Varia- 
tion in  the  Terms,  by  which  the  Impriibnment  is  db- 
fcribed  in  the  frft  and  lalter  Note,  lead  any  one  to 
conclude,  that  Edward  fFalkery  who  is  mendoned  in 
p.  1 59,  as  an  Inhabitant  of  Thornton  le  Moor  in  the 
Pitrifi  of  Little  OttertoH^  and  as  fuch  prolecuttd  by 
the  Parfon  of  LkHe  OttertMj  is  a  different  Ferfan 
from  Edward  Walker^  who  is  mentioned  in  p.  161. 
as  profecuted  for  I'ythes  of  a  Farm  at  Skdten  \  ef- 
pecially  as  no  Nonce  is  taken  of  his  Removal  frool 
nomtm  le  JMbor  to  Skelton^  and  the  latter  Not6  doth 
not  refer  to  the  ftft  to  prcrent  the  Miftake,  and  I* 
denti^  the  l^erlon  ?  Cdnft^quendy  one  and  the  iame 
Impnfonmcnt  ojf  one  and  the  fame  Fnfon  is,  by  thii 
Contrivance,  augilneottd  into  two  ImprUbnmenis,  and 
the  Hear  is  cfaaiged  widi  the  fnok  of  duit  idikh  is 
Uaced  to  his  Account,  with  a  fateful  I)elct\\|60ci^ 
m^  kngdi  of  it.    Wltertostlvcli  tea  cod^'^x«^%  ^«^ 
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Truth  or  Fairnds,  htfingly  zx^  feparately  charged  as 
the  Caufe  of  the  Q)ntinuanoe  of  the  Imprifonment 
beyond  the  dme  when  Edward  fVdker  was  lenred 
with  the  Tytbe-Farmer^s  Adion  :  this,  at  the  utmoft, 
could  have  been  no  more  than  a  Tear  and  a  ^arter^ 
and  might  be  no  more  than  a  garter  of  a  Tear  from 
his  firfi  Commitment,  which  was  on  the  2ift  of 
Oadfer  1699 ;  for  in  1700,  (the  Day  or  the  Month  is 
not  fpecified)  he  was  fenred  with  the  Tythe-Farmer^a 
Adion  in  Goal. 


C  A  S  E    V. 

Tl>e  Qu  A  K  E  R  s  Charge. 

Page  159—1699.  James  Conyers  of  Topcliff 
Mannour,  and  Matthew  Hutchinson  of  DalUm^ 
were  prolecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for  a  Demand  of 
30  s.  each  for  fmall  Tythes,  at  the  Suit  of  Thomas 
ffewfin  Parfon. 

fbe  Answer  of  the  Reverend  Mr.  Day,  theprefent 

Vicar  of  TopdifFe. 

This  Charge,  according  to  the  bed  Information  that 
I  can  meet  with,  is  falte  and  groundleis :  The  (aid 
Jame$  Conyers  and  Matthew  Hutchinfon  having  nqt 
been  profecuted  in  tht  Exchequer j  EccleJiafticalyOr  other 
Courts^  either  this  or  any  other  Year  bdbre  or  aft^, 
bjr  the  faid  Mr.  Newfom  (not  Newfon)  late  Vicar  of 
Uopcliffe — But  they  were  profecuted  by  the  faid  Mr, 
Newfom  both  this  Year,  and  alfo  fcveral  Years  after-r 
wards,  before  the  Jufiices  of  Peace^  according  to  the 
^A'brParJiamcnt  of  the  ;•  an4  8.  of  ^.  III.  /« 
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the  more  eafy  Ricovery  of  fmall  Tythes^  tic.  This  i§ 
abundandy  teftificd  by  fcvcrd  Perfons,  fomc  of 
them  near  Relations  to  the  faid  Matthew  Hutcbinfin^ 
and  one,  an  Apprentice  to  the  faid  James  Conyers. 
And,  the  better  to  fupport  this  Evidence,  I. have 
been  at  fbme  Trouble  in  fearching  all  the  old  Papers 
that  I  could  meet  with  ;  and  have  at  laft  found  an 
Original  fTarrant  dated  the  9th  of  ^uguft  1699,  un- 
der the  Hands  and  Seals  of  Sir  fVilliam  RMvfin 
Baronet,  Roger  Talbot  Efq;  and  Richard  Staines  Efq; 
three  neighbouring  Juftices  of  Peace ;  granted  upon 
the  Complaint  of  Mn  Newfom  Vicar  of  TopcUffe^ 
againft  James  Conyers  and  Matthew  Hutchinjon^  for 
refufing  to  pay  their  fmall  Tythes  and  other  Dues, 
ordering  the  faid  James  Conyers  and  Matthew  Hutch- 
infon  to  be  fummoned  to  appear  before  them  at  a  cer- 
tain Time  and  Place  therein-mentioned,  to  anfwer 
the  faid  Complaint. 


The  Account  from  the  Exchequer  is* 

That  upon  the  ftrifbeft  Search,  no  Proceeding  of 
any  kind  is  to  be  found  in  this  Caufe. 

The  Warrant  produced  by  Mr.  Day^  tallying  fo 
accurately  as  it  does  with  this  Profecution,  and  be- 
ing fupported  by  the  Teftimoriy  of  living  WitneflcSy 
who  could  not  but   be   well   informed  of  fuch  a  . 
Tranfadbion,  leaves  no  room  to  doubt,  but  that  it 
was  carried  on  in  the  fummary  Way  before  the 
Juftices  ^  Peace.     And,  the  Silence  of  the  Records  ^ 
of  the  Exchequer^  concurring  with  this  direft  poll-  " 
tive  Evidence,  amounts  to  a  full  Proofs  that  it  was 
mt  carried  on  in  that  Court.    It  is  fcarce  pofllble  to 
imagine  a  ftrongcr  Confuution  of  any  Charge  thai\ 
this. 

H  \\ 
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It  is  a  fingular  Piece  of  good  Luck  that  the  On- 
ginal  H^arrdnt  fhould  be  either  prefervcd  or  found 
fo  many  Years  after  it  was  granted  :  nor  are  ¥re  to 
escpeft  luch  a  fortunate  Concurrence  of  negative  and 
pofitive  Proof  in  many  other  Inftances :  but  ftil]» 
nx>m  what  has  certainly  happened  in  this  Cafe,  when 
the  Records  of  any  Courts  wherein  any  particular  • 
Cauie  is  faid  to  have  been  carried  on,  make  no  men- 
tion of  fuch  Giufe,  we  may  juftly  prefume  diac  ii 
cither  was  never  begun  at  all  in  that  Court,  or  fooa 
dropt ;  and  confequently,  that  the  Charge  of  Op- 
preflion  and  Vexatioufnefs,  which  the  fakers  de- 
duce from  it,  muft  be  groundlels.  Indeed  this  In- 
ftahce  alone  is  enough  to  blaft  the  Qedit  of  the 
Pamphlet  in  which  it  is  found  ;  as  it  puts  it  paft 
doubt,  that  the  Compilers  of  it  were  fo  intent  upon 
multiplying  Complaints^  that  they  took  no  care  to 
examine  whether  the  FaSls^  upon  which  the  Com^ 
plaints  are  founded,  were  true  or  falfe ;  of  which  the 
next  Cafe  is  as  flagrant  an  Example  as  this. 


CASE    VL 

The  Qjj  A  K  E  R  s  Charge. 

Page  i6i.  [T]  iyoi.  John  Cowel  of  Leeds 
was  prolecutcd  in  the  Eccleftajiical  Courts  at  the  Suit 
of  John  Killingheck  of  Leeds^  Prieft, 

To  which  this  Note  [I]  is/uhjoined. 

John  Cowel  was  committed  to  Rothwell  Goal  on 
the  23d  of  December  17019  and  continued  Prifoner 
about  three  Years  for  very  fmall  Sums  demanded. 
He  was  relcafed  on  the  15th  of  December  1704. 

The 
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The  Answer  ef  the  Reverend  Mr.  Cookson,  tbepre- 
fint  yicar  ef  Leedst  received  in  Tkcember  ly^S. 

Upon  the  belt  Enquiry  I  can  make,  it  neither  ap- 
pears from  the  Regijier  of  the  Ecclefiajlical  Court  at 
Tork,  nor  from  an/  living  Witneffes,  that  John 
Cowel  of  Leeds,  one  of  the  People  called  S^uakerSy 
was  ever  profecuted  by  Mr.  John  ISllingbeck  Vicar  of 
Ueds  in  the  Year  1 700,  and  for  fevcraJ  Years  after. 
But  the  Chara6ler  of  Mr.  KjlUngbeck,  and  the  Decla- 
ration of  one  of  their  own  Seft,  which  are  hereunto 
annexed,  and  cerciBed  by  Perfons  of  Diftinftion  and 
undoubted  Probity,  may  be  fufficient  to  clear  this 
Maner,  and  refute  the  Charge. 

And  for  my  own  Part,  I  cenify,  that  during  the 
Space  of  twenty-two  Years  that  I  have  been  re- 
fiding  Vicar  of  Z^eds,  1  have  not  profecuted  one  of 
the  People  called  fakers,  though  I  have  never  re- 
ceived any  Offering  from  them. 

The  two  Papers  referred  to  in  the  Vicar's  Anjwer. 

We  whofe  Names  are  underwritten,  being  well 
acquainted  with  the  Reverend  Mr.  JGUingbeck  late 
Vicar  of  Lecdsy  do  certify,  that  he  was  a  Perfon  of 
a  general  good  Charafter ;  of  a  pious  and  fober 
Converfation  -,  of  a  charitaUe,  candid,  and  peace- 
able Difpofition :  that  we  never  heard  he  was  con- 
cerned in  any  Law-Suits  ;  or  that  he  ever  profecuted 
any  of  the  People  called  fakers.  Wimefi  our 
Hands  this  2Mb  Day  of  December  1738. 

fTtlliam  Cookfon,  Mayor. 
Richard  Wilfen^  Recorder, 
JViUiam  ASlner,  Alderman, 
George  Dover,  Alderman, 
Edward  /-uffon,  M&^'maiv. 
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At  Armleyj  OSober  i8.  173S,  WiUiam  Benfin  a 
^aker^  being  in  Company  with  us  whofe  Names 
are  underwritten,  and  enquired  of  concerning  the 
Confinement  of  Jobn  CoweUy  one  of  the  Perlbns 
called  fakers  fometime  in  the  Goal  at  RotbweU^ 
whether  it  was  on  the  Account  of  any  Profecution 
fix>m  the  Spiritual  Court  direded  by  Mr.  KiUi9igheck 
then  Vicar  of  Leeds^  or  if  he  knew  on  what  other 
Occafion  ;  faid^—He  remembered  that  John  Cowelt 
was  a  Priibner  in  RotbweU^  but  that  it  was  on  the 
Profecution  of  WiUiam  Ewan^  who  was  then  a 
^Farmer  of  the  Tythes  under  Lord  Burlit^an  \  and 
that  he  very  well  remembered  Mr.  KUUngheck  to  have 
been  a  very  peaceable  Man,  and  never  heard  that  any 
of  their  Friends  were  perfccutcd  by  him,  or  upon 
his  Account ;  and  that  when  their  Friends  had  pub- 
lifhed  fucb  an  Information,  he  had  blamed  them  for 
fo  doing. 

fVilliam  Cookfon^  Mayor. 
Thomas  Sawer J  Alderman. 
John     Lazenby    Common- 
Clerk  of  the  Borough  of 

Leeds. 

The  Account  from  the  Ecclefiafiical  Court  is^ 

That  after  the  moft  exaft  Search,  no  Footfteps  of 
any  fuch  Caufe  are  to  be  met  with  in  the  Books. 

By  the  Ecclejiajiical  Courts  in  which  Mr.  Killing- 
heck  is  here  affirmed  to  have  profecuted  Jobn  Cowell^ 
no  other  Court  could  be  well  meant  orunderftood  than 
the  Conftftory  Court  at  Tork.  But  in  the  Books  of 
thdt  Court,  there  are  no  Footfteps  of  any  fuch  Caufe. 
That  the  Silence  of  thofe  Books  did  not  arife  from 
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any  OmiflTion  in  not  making  the  proper  Entries,  is 
demonftrated  from  the  following  ExtraH  out  of  die 
Regijiry  of  the  Archdeacon  of  Tork^  attefted  by  the 
Regifter. 

I  find  that  John  Cowell  of  the  Parifh  of  I^eds^ 
within  the  Archdeaconry  of  Tbrk^  was  prefented  at 
the  Vifitarion  of  the  Reverend  Kmgbtl^  Cbeiwcod 
Doftor  of  Divinity,  Archdeacon  ot  Tork^  held  at 
Tadcafter  the  2d  Day  of  May  1701,  for  not  paying 
his  Churcb'Lay^  being  one  Shilling  and  Six-pence. 
But  the  faid  John  Cotvell  was  not  prefented  nor  pro- 
fecuted  in  the  faid  Archdeacon's  Court,  of  the  Suit  of 
the  Reverend  John  Killinbeck  Clerk,  the  then  Vicar 
of  Leeds  aforefaid,  upon  any  Account  whatfbever. 

York,  Dicmb  8.  j^icb.  Bratbwail,  Regifter. 

1740.      ^  ^ 

Here  then  we  have  not  only  a  Profecution  falfcly 
charged  upon  Mr.  Killingheckj  but  an  Imprtfonment 
falfely  tacked  to  that  Profecution.  If  it  fliould  be 
alledged,  that  in  the  Note  it  is  only  laid  that  John 
Cowell  was  committed  to  Rothwell  Goal,  but  not  that 
he  was  committed  at  the  Suit  of  Mr.  Killings 
heck  \  this  would  be  but  endeavouring  to  get  rid  of  a 
direft  Faljhood^  by  owning  a  bare-faced  Fallacy^ 
contrived  to  fix  an  Imputation  of  Rigour  upon  the 
Memory  of  a  Clergyman,  allowed  to  have  been  a 
very  peaceable  Man  even  by  one  of  their  own  Sed. 
But  the  Initial  Letters  of  Reference^  which  link  and 
confine  the  Uote  and  the  Profecution  to  each  other, 
ihut  out  even  that  mean  Evafion. 


C  ^.^ 


[54  J 

CASE  va 

flbe  Qu  A  K  E  R  s  Clsrge. 

Fagt  162.  [L]  17CZ.  RosEKT  Haludat  of 
RjtUm^  was  prole«d  ia  die  JExrfufrr  far  fimD 
Tytlics,  Eaftcr-RcckoDiiig^  &r.  at  tiic  Suk  of  li»- 
MMrd  Ctmyers  Parian  of  tbtj  owtx  c£rr. 

r#  wJK*  Jte  Ahf  [L]  ujdjdmtl 

Rtkert  HdBiMf  tar  z  DemaDd  ofiii.  6i.  fior 
abooc  fevcn  Teaus  fimD  Tytfatsand  Eaftcr-RoduMi- 
ingm  had  hb  Goods  taken  away  by  a  Sifuftmim  CD 
tbc  Value  of  fiboty  Pomids. 

ne  Answer  from  the  joba  AcmaXs  ^  the  Reve- 
rend Mr.  DuBOURDiEU,   the  prejemt  ReSmr  tf 
Kirkby-over-caiT  ;  ibe  Reverend  Mr.  PaowDE» 
Vicar  ^Mkidktoo  ;  and  Mr.  George  Contees, 
of  Malton. 

Mr.  Dubcordieu'i  Account  is  asftnlaws. 

The  Pari(h  of  KirBy-over-carr  is  of  a  vaft  Ex- 
tent, confifting  of  Six  Townfhips ;  and  the  Roads^ 
upon  the  falling  of  any  Quantity  of  Rain,  are  icarce 
paflable.  The  Townlhip  of  Riton  lies  at  the  great- 
eft  Diftance  from  IGrkby-ovtr-carr^znA  reaches  within 
a  Mile  of  Malton.  I  never  could  get  a  fingle  Per- 
fon  to  be  Tenant  for  my  Tythes  there ;  and  am 
forced  to  accept  of  whatever  they  are  willing  to  pay 
me.  In  this  Townfhip  Mr.  Pearcy  Hay  had  a 
large  Eftate,  now  in  the  Poffeffion  of  Mr.  Bar/low  ; 
for  the  great  Tythes  of  which  Mr.  Conyersj  accord- 
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ing  to  a  Memorandum  left  behind  him  in  writing, 
agreed  to  compoand  at  the  Rate  of  eight  Pounds  a 
Yiar,  upon  Mr.  Pearcy  Ht^%  paying  down  twenty- 
live  Guineas,  and  promifing  to  take  a  Leafe  upon 
thofe  Terms  for  twenty-one  Yean.  At  my  nrft 
coming  to  the  Living,  RitOH  abounded  in  fakers  ; 
one  of  which  Seft,  who  lived  there  in  my  Fredecef- 
for*s  Time,  wat  at  conftant  Variance  with  him. 
This  ^aker  was  a  Man  fo  htigious,  that  he  was 
commonly,  upon  that  Account,  called  Lawyer 
Sbotton. 

"With  R^^  to  the  Profecution  of  Robert  Halli- 
day,  who  was  alfo  an  Inhabitant  of  the  Townfhip  of 
Riton^  it  is  a  Matter  tranfaftcd  thirty-eight  Years 
ago,  and  all  who  had  a  Hand  in  it  are  nmv  dead, 
except  Mr.  Oates  of  Pickering,  who  wa?  Clerk  to 
Mr.  Hunter,  the  Attorney  employed  by  Mr.  Conyers 
in  the  Management  of  this  Suit.  Mr.  Oaies  was 
prefent  when  Hdlidaf&  Goods  were  feiztd  by  virtue 
of  die  Sequeftration,  and  he  informs  me,  that  Hal- 
liday  did  not  ftem  ac  all  concerned  ;  but  faid.  The 
Paribn  had  dealt  hardly  by  him,  for  if  he  had  at 
any  time  feized  his  Goods  to  the  Value  of  his  Demands, 
and  &  far  as  they  were  right,  he  ihould  Jiavc  found 
no  JFaultwith  him. 

In  08eber  1738,  Robert  Halliday  hiniftlf  was 
living,  and  I  invited  him  to  dine  with  me.  He  was 
then  upwards  of  ninety-fix  Years  of  Age,  and  ex- 
ceedingly deaf.  The  Burden  of  his  Anfwcr  to  the 
Qucria  I  then  put  to  him,  was  to  the  fame  Effect, 
with  what  Mr.  Oates  reports  him  to  have  fiid  in  his 
hearing.  Mr.  OateSy  in  a  Letter  to  me  upon  this 
Subjcft,  calls  Mr.  Conyers  a  liligioui  vexiitious  Ma»y 
for  profecuting  Halliday  in  the  Exchequer  for  a  De- 
mand, which,  he  fays,  might  have  been  recovered 
by  a  Warrant  from  the  Jujlices.  How  br  this  was 
true  I  can't  determine ;  but  upon  the  whole,  1  thiixk.. 
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if  Mr.  Conors  had  loved  Contention,  he  would  not 
have  ftopt  ihort  as  he  did,  till  he  had  righted  hini^ 
klf,  as  be  then  eafily  might,  in  feveral  Inftances 
wherein  his  Sucoellbr  fiiSeis  much  Damage. 

-  Mr.  Prowdc'i  jiccount  is  asfeliews. 

1  have  gone  quite  throughout  Kiriby-over-carr  Pa- 
rilh  I  and  applira  myfelf  to  fuch  Ferfons  as  I  thoi^ht 
vere  old  enough  to  be  able  to  give  an  Account  of 
Mr.  Con^i^  and  his  Proceedings.  And  I  had  the 
Satisfaftion  to  find,  that,  in  the  large  Circuit  of 
that  Parilh,  there  was  not  one  who  reflefted  upon  his 
Memory  ;  though  be  was  not  generally  reputed  to 
be  a  very  peaceable  Man  :  chiefly,  I  believe,  upon 
account  of  his  Law  Suits  with  Baron  Blomberg,  and 
his  Difputes  with  two  ^aiersy  viz.  Robert  HidSdajr^ 
and  another,  whom  I  Ihall  prefently  mention.  But, 
according  to  the  bell  Intelligence  I  could  get,  Mr. 
Conyers  was  very  obliging  to  all,  fakers  as  well  as 
others,  who  had  not  forrelted  all  Claim  to  kind  uj&ge 
by  their  Perverfencfs  and  Obftinacy.  With  refpeft 
to  the  Profccucion  of  Halliday,  I  am  ftiU  in  the 
Dark  as  to  the  Time  when  it  was  begun  in  the  Ex- 
chequer ;  and  if  Mr.  Conyers  could,  at  that  time,  have 
recovered  his  Demand  by  the  Jujikes  of  Peaces  I 
Jhould  think  it  btameable  in  him  to  have  had  re- 
courfe  to  that  Court.  But  this  I  have  leamt,  that 
Mr.  Conyers  fent  frequently  Year  after  Year  for  his 
Tythes,  before  he  proceeded  in  the  Method  com- 
plained of ;  and  oncej  when  he  fent  his  Servant  for 
a  Tythe-Hen,  one  Sboilott  a  ^aker  beat  him.  This 
Sbotton  was  the  Man  who  encouraged  HaUiday  in  his 
Ferverfenefs ;  and  was  of  fuch  a  lit^ious  Temper 
himfelf,  as  well  as  fo  aftive  in  fpiriting  up  the  reft 
of  his  Brethren  to  go  to  Law  }  and  fo  much  their 
Direftor 
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DireAor  and  Advifer  in  the  Courfe  of  it^  that  he 
acquired  the  Name  of  Lawyer  Sbotton. 

Mr.  Conyers  of  Malton  fays^ 

That  a  Daughter  of  Mr.  Leonard  Conyers^  now 
"Wife  of  ff^lliam  Harrifon  of  Flaxton^  heard  R^ert 
Halliday  u(e  this  Expreifion  to  her  Father  \  hmy^ 
Tboujbalt  ruin  me^  or  I  will  ruin  Thee, 

The  Account  from  the  Records  of  the  Exchequer  li 

as  foUows. 

Leonard  Conyers  Clerk,  Redor  of  IGrUy-over-earr^ 
filed  a  Bill  in  Trinity-Term  1695,  the  7th  of  ff^.  IIL 
againft  Michael  Barftowj  John  Coates^  Thomas  OjgU^ 
alias  Auklandy  Robert  HalUdayj  and  Edward  Dowfir^ 
for  Eajler 'Offerings^  and  great  and  fmall  Tythes, 
and  prayed  a  Difcovery  and  Account. 

To  this  Bill  the  Defendant  Barfiow  put  in  his 
Anfwer  the  4th  of  November  1695,  ( that  is,  in  the 
MicbaelmaS'Term  after  the  filing  of  the  Bill )  and 
faid,  he  rented  230/.  a  Year  of  one  JPearcy  Hay^ 
who  agreed  with  the  Plaintiff  for  8  /•  a  Year  in  lieu 
of  all  Tythes,  and  was  willing  to  pay  that  for 
three  Years,  being  24  /.  That  the  Defendant  Hal-^ 
liday  rented  under  the  faid  Barfiow  Lands  at  the 
yearly  Rent  of  34  /. 

HaUidafs  Anfwer  is  not  on  the  File :  but  it  was 
certainly  filed,  becaufe  it  is  recited  in  thcjSrft  Di^ 
tree ;  and  it  appears  from  thence,  that  he  infifted  on 
the  Agreenxent  between  Pearcy  Hay  and  the  Plain^ 
tiff  for  8  /.  a  Year,  in  fiiU  of  all  Tythes ,  and 
that  Pearcy  Hay^  under  whom  he  admitted  he  had 
been  Tenant  formerly  at  34  /.  a  Year,  had  mort- 
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pigfiA  hU  Eftate  to  Barftaw  for  2500  /.  and  he  Icf 
forth  feveral  Acquittances  of  the  Plaintiff  for  SL  a 
Year  in  full  of  all  Tythes.  It  appears  too  by  the 
t)ecree^  that  feveral  Witneflb  were  examined  by 
Commifnon  in  the  Country  ;  and  dl  the  fubfifuenS 
Decrees  and  Orders  were  made  againft  HalUday. 

The  Caufe  did  not  come  to  a  Hearing  till  the  5th  of 
July  1699  *  in  TrinUy-Term^  the  1 1.  /T.  III.  When 
the  Defendant  was  ordered  to  Account  before  the 
Deputy' Remembrancer  for  Eafter-Offerings  ^  Piggs^ 
Geele  and  Hens ;  and  it  was  farther  ordered,  that 
the  Plaintiff  fliould  not  have  Cofts  in  refped  of  the 
Examination  s^ainft  Barjtaw  for  Greats  but  only  for 
Small  Tythes. 

In  HUlary-Jermj  on  the  8th  of  February  1702, 
1 .  Qj^  Anncy  the  Defendant  Halliday  moved  for  a 
C^mmiffion  to  examine  WitnefTes  in  the  Country  on 
the  Account  before  the  Deputy. 

After  this  Account  before  the  Deputy  was  finifhed, 
it  came  before  the  Court  in  Trinity-Tcrmj  2.  Q^Anme^ 
when  the  Deputy's  Report  was  confirmed^  and  the 
Defendant  Halliday  was  ordered  to  pay  the  Plaintiff 
11  s.  yd.  with  Colts  of  Suit. 

On  the  14th  of  July  1704,  in  Trinity-Term^ 
3.  Q^Anne^  the  Defendant  having  refufed  payment 
of  42  /.  Cofts  taxed,  the  Plaintiff,  on  the  Return  of 
a  Commiflion  of  Rebellion,  obtained  an  Order  for 
a  Serjeant  at  Arms ;  and  in  ACcbaclmas-Term  follow- 
ing, on  the  25th  of  November  1704,  the  Plaintiffs 
on  the  Return  of  a  Serjeant  at  Arms,  moved  for  a 
Sequeftration  ;  and  on  the  nth  of  December^  in  the 
fame  Term^  the  Plaintiff  acquainted  the  Court,  that, 

•  From  169c  to  1699,  I  don't  find  any  Proceedings,  but  its 
snoft  probable  cney  were«  in  that  Interval,  endeavouring  to  get  in 
Ha//idaf$  Anfvyer. 

by 
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by  virtue  of  the  Seaueftration,  the  Sequeftralors  had 
feized  Gooda,  confifting  of  Com  and  Cattle,  ap- 
praifed  at  43  /•  and  it  was  then  ordered,  that  the 
faid  Sequefirators  fhould  fell  the  faid  Goods,  and  pay 
the  Money  to  the  Plaintiff  in  part  of  his  Cofts 
taxed,  and  of  fuhfequerU  Cofts. 

In  AdicbaelmaS'lerm  1705,  on  the  7th  of  Navem^ 
ber^  a  Motion  was  made  by  the  Plaintiffs  acquaint- 
ing the  Court,  that  Barftow  admitting  by  this  ^- 
fwer^  that  there  was  due  to  the  Plaintiff  24/.  for 
three  Years  Compofidon  of  8  /.  a  Year  for  Gnat 
Tythes,  which  he  offered  to  pay  the  Plaintiff  %  it 
was  then  ordered,  that  the  faid  Defendant  fliould  flxew 
Caufe,  on  the  laft  Day  of  the  ^Tirm^  why  he  fhould 
not  pay  to  the  Plaintiff  24  /.  as  he  offered  it  by  his 
Anjwer.  But  not  fbewing  any  Caufe  in  that  or  any 
^erm  following,  it  is  to  be  prefumed  he  paid  the 
fame,  for  I  don't  find  any  further  Orders  or  Proceed- 
ings in  the  Caufe  to  the^.  CL  ^^^^  ^  707* 


There  could  hardly  be  framed  an  Infbince  more 
pertment  than  tUs^  to  illuftrate  the  concealed  Man- 
ner in  which  the  Brief  Account  is  virulent,  without 
the  Appearance  of  Virulence.  For  the  Mcdice  of  the 
Charge  is  artificially  conveyed  by  an  apt  Choice  of 
certain  Fadb ;  which,  by  the  Signification  annexed  to 
them,  in  virtue  of  the  Title-page  and  Preface  of  the 
Bri^  Accwnt^  and  not  by  their  own  natural  Import, 
excite  the  Ideas  of  Ill-will  and  Oppreffion.  Thus 
the  Narrative  of  this  Profecution,  if  expreffed  ac- 
cording to  what  the  ^akersj  in  their  Senfe  and  In- 
tention ,  ftilc  the  plain  and  natural  Con/eftences  of 
the  Fails  related^   throws  upon  the  Profecutor  the 

following    heavy    invidious    Afperfions. That 

Leonard  Cotrfers^  Parfon  of  JGrkb^-over-carr^  to  form 
0  colourable  Pretence  of  Neceffity  for  carrying  on  a  de- 
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ftraSlhe  Pro/ecutioB  in  the  Excbefuer  againft  Rtibni 
Htilidn  a  ^aktr^  porpofely  yMorf  fevtn  Yean  to 
flic  for  his  Dues ;  anc}  dien,  for  trifibig  Demandb^  at 
pjt  recoveraUe  hytbe  y.  and  8.  fF.  lU,  hxnT%fo^- 
Ud  him  out  as  an  Otged  <^  Z)j^  ^\RefettimiMi^ 
in  1702.  commenced  a  Suit  againft  him  in  dm 
Cmrt  I  and  carried  it  on  with  Ibch  extreme  Rigour, 
that  it  ended  in  a  ruitmu  Smmre  of  his  Goods,  to  the 
Value  of  fizty  Pounds,  fay  a  Sepeefiraiim.-^^^B,yitry 
odier  Narrative^  in  its  IXjr^  and  Pnp&rtim^  implies 
thefe  fort  of  Cbafjesznd  Imfmiatimis\  which,  if  thrr 
had  been  all  aloi^  exprejjei  as  they  are  imflied^  mm 
have  fliocked  every  Reader  by  their  RMMcmr^  as 
much  as  the  Falfimd  of  them,  when  proved^  ounot 
fidl  CO  move  his  Indignation. 

Now  what  is  affirmed  concerning  this  PkofecotiM, 
(as  we  have  been  taught  by  the  ^uahrs  thcn^tves 
to  interpret  their  own  Lar^uage )  is  proved  to  be 
falfe  in  the  very  Ftmndatitmj  as  well  as  in  moftof  the 
Particulars  ;  not  by  dubious  Enquiries^  or  diftaui  Re- 
membrancesj  but  by  the  unexceptionable  Evidence  of  the 
Records  of  the  Exchequer.  Of  thefe,  in  the  Cafe 
before  us,  fuU  Extra^  have  been  made ;  fo  as  to 
fix  the  Commencement^  and  mark  out  the  Ptogrefe  of 
the  Caufe :  and  thefe  Extrads  alone  refute  die  Ctef^ 
built  upon  the  fuppofed  Severity  of  die  Profecttor. 

For  it  appears  from  the  Records^  that  this  Qoife 
was  b^n  in  the  Exchequer  in  Trmty-^erm  1695, 
that  is,  before  the  yt£ts  exified  by  which,  it  is  iE- 
firmed,  Mr.  Conyers^s  Demands  were,  at  that  very 
iime^  recoverable.  The  Demands  too,  for  which 
the  Bill  was  filed,  were  very  important  ones ;  and 
Robert  HaUiday  was  fo  far  from  beii^  fi^^M  out  lis 
an  Objed:  of  Dijlike  and  Refentmenty  that  fevwal 
other  Perfons,  not  ^juAers^  were  nude  Parties  to 
iSptfame  Bill,  and  RoheH  HaUiday  was  linkM  in  In- 
ttitft  widi  thofe  Forties.    But,  what  is  moft  extra- 

ordinary» 
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ordinary,  and  compleats  the  Iniquity  of  this  inju- 
rioiis  Accufation  ;  Robert  Halliday  queftmed  the  Tiik 
to  the  Dues  demanded  of  him  :  tor  he  infifted  that 
he  was  difcbarged  from  the  Payment  of  any  Tythcs 
for  the  Farm  which  he  firft  rented  under  Pearcy 
Hay^  and  afterwards  under  Michael  Barjiow^  at  34  /. 
a  Year,  by  Means  of  a  general  Agreement  made  be- 
tween Pearcy  Hay  and  Mr.  Cotters ^  for  8/.  a  Year 
in  lieu  of  all  Tythes  arifing  from  an  Eftate  of  230  /. 
a  Year,  of  which  Hallidafs  Farm  was  a  Part.  It  is 
plain  too,  that  both  the  Length  and  the  Severity  of 
the  Suit  was  owing  to  the  perverfc  Litigation  of  HaU 
liday :  And  that  the  Goods  feized  by  the  Sequeftrators 
were  appraifed  only  at  43  /.  whereas,  in  the  Note/uh- 
jmed  to  this  Profecution — they  are  valued  at  Jixty 
Pounds :  But  fliould  it  not  be  remembered,  on  the 
other  hand,  how  much  Mr.  Conyers^  with  Right  and 
Law  on  his  Side,  fufFercd  ?  fincc  the  43  /.  for  which 
Hallida/s  Goods  were  fold,  were  ordered  only  in 
Part  of  his  Cofis  taxedj  and  fuhfequent  Cofts  5  and  it 
is  well  known,  that  Cojis  taxed  hardly  ever  amount  to 
one  half  of  the  real  Expence. 

Thus  Mr.  Conyers  ftands  fully  acquitted  of  this 
heavy  Charge  5  which,  of  courfe,  muft  recoil  with 
double  Weight  upon  the  fakers.  In  the  Accounts 
tranfmitted  from  Mr.  DubourdieUj  and  Mr.  Prowde^ 
there  are  one  or  two  Particulars,  by  no  means  favou- 
rable to  Mr.  Conyers  \  which  fhcws  that  they  fuppref- 
icd  no  Circumftance  out  of  Partiality  to  a  Brother^ 
Clergyman.  But  it  happens,  that  the  "Records  clear 
up  thofe  Particulars  alfo — For  Mr.  Oates^  in  his  Let- 
ter to  Mr.  DubourdieUy  ftiled  Mr.  Conyers  a  litigious^ 
vexatious  Man^  becaufe  he  might  have  recovered  his 
Demands  by  a  Warrant  from  the  Juftices  of  Peace ; 
in  which  Mr.  Oates  appears  to  have  been  miftaken. 
And  Mr.  Prorvde^  upon  the  fame  Suppofidotv^ V>V\twc^ 
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him  for  having  recourfe  to  the  Exchequer ;  merely 
becaufe  he  was,  as  he  fays  himfelf^  in  the  dark  as  u> 
the  Time  when  the  Caufe  was  begun  in  that  Court — 
It  fliould  be  further  remarked,  ttut  Mr.  Conyers  con- 
tinued Redor  of  Ktrkty-over-carr  twelve  Years,  after 
the  pafling  of  the  Ads  of  the  7.  and  8.  ^.  III :  and, 
during  that  whole  time,  he  Is  not  charged  hy  the 
Quakers  with  having  prolecuted  any  other  ^aker  but 
Halliday  ;  tho*  RitoUj  the  Townfhip  where  HalUdi^ 
lived,  abounded  in  fakers  i  and,  amongft  tbetn» 
there  was,  it  ieems,  one  diftinguifhed  by  the  Appdla- 
tion  of  Lawyer  ShoHon  i  who  was  at  conftant  variance 
with  Mr.  Conyers^  a&ive  in  fpiriting  up  the  reft  of 
hb  Brethren  to  go  to  Law,  and  the  very  Man  who 
encouraged  Hamday  in  that  Perverfenefs,  which 
ihewed  him  refolved,  if  poffible,  to  make  good  his 
Declaration  to  Mr.  Conyers — Leony^  Thoujbali  rum 
nte^  or  /  will  ruin  thee. 


CASE     VIII. 

Tie  Qjj  A  K  E  R  s  Charge. 

Page  162.  [N]  1703.  William  Pickering, 
William  Sidgewicic,  and  John  Hird,  all  of 
Flajby^  were  profecuted  in  the  Ecckfiaftical  Court  for 
fmall  Tythes,  at  the  Suit  of  Chrijlopber  Law/on  Vi- 
car of  Gargrave. 

To  which  this  Note  [N]  isfuljoined. 

Thefe  three  were,  committed  to  Tork  Caftle  on  a 
Writ  de  Excommunicato  capiendo  on  the  21ft  of  the 
Month  called  jlpril  1703  ;  but  difcharged  by  ^n- 
perfedeas  on  the  8th  of  the  Month  called  June  1704. 

Pickering 


[63] 

Pickering  was  recommitted  cm  the  5th  of  the  Month 
called  June  1705,  and  continued  about  five  Months. 


9Tb^  Answer  of  the  Reverend  Mr.  Yates,  fbe 

frefent  Vicar  of  Gargrave. 

Mr.  Lawfon  has  been  dead  upwards  of  three  and 
twenty  Years,  and  neither  his  Widow,  nor  any  of 
his  Servants,  ( feveral  of  whom  are  ftill  alive  )  can 
remember  any  of  the  Particulars  of  this  Charge. 
Nor  can  I,  upon  the  ftridteft  Enquiry,  learn,  that 
there  is  fo  much  as  one  of  the  Pickerinfs^  Sidgewici^B^ 
or  Hir^s  Pofterity,  now  to  be  met  with  in  Flajly  ; 
otherwife  I  (hould  have  made  it  my  Bufinels  to  have 
got  the  belt  Information  I  could  from  tbem^  towards 
the  clearing  up  the  Truth  of  this  Complaint. 

Indeed  one  Thomas  Tunftalj  an  antient  Man,  and 
one  of  the  principal  Inhabitants  of  that  Village,  tells 
me,  he  remembers  that  Hird^  Pickerings  and  Sedge- 
wicky  were  fent  to  Tork  Caftle  ;  and  that  they  were 
there  about  twelve  Months,  at  the  Suit  ( as  he  hath 
heard)  of  my  Predeceffor  Mr.  Lawfon.  But  the 
principal  Inhabitants,  who  knew  Mr.  Lawfon^  and 
remember  him,  agree  that  he  was  of  a  kind,  hof- 
pitable  Difpofition,  andeafy  enough  about  his  Dues, 
unlefs  he  apprehended  himfelf  to  be  fraudulently 
dealt  with.  The  following  is  a  remarkable  Inftance, 
that  he  was  not  apt  to  take  fevere  Meafures  upon  the 
moft  provoking  Ufage.  One  Henry  Dickenfon^  after 
he  had  quarrelled  with  Mr.  Lawfon,  and  knocked 
him  down  to  the  Ground,  turned  ^aker.  Bur, 
notwithftanding  this  barbarous  Infult,  Mr.  Lawfon 
went  no  farther  in  profecuting  him  for  his  Dues  than 
a  bare  Prefentment  at  the  Archdeacon  of  Torkh  Vi- 
fitation.  This  Account  I  have  from  a  Son  of  Dick- 
tnfotfsy  now  living  in  Gargrave. 
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This  Profecution  beiog  fet  down  as  carried  on  at 
the  SuiS  of  Mr.  Law/on  in  ibe  EccUfiaftical  Ctmrt^  it 
was  natural  to  infer  from  the  ordinary  Import  of  that 
ExprefTion,  ( as  it  hath  been  before  remarked )  that 
a   Caufe  was  rc;gularly  infiUuUd  in  the  Confifiarj- 
Court  at  york  by  Mr.  Lawfon^  againft  the  Parties  (aid 
to  be  profecuted.     And  it  would  belt  fuit  the  Pur- 
pofe  of  the   fakers ,   that  tins  Meaning  of  the 
Words  fhould  be  taken  as  the  true  one  in  this  Cafe. 
But,  upon  a  Arid  Search  in  the  Books  of  the  dmjifto- 
ry 'Court J  np  Traces  or  Minutes  of  fucb  a  Suit  ap- 
pearing, it  was  conjefhired,  that  this  Suit  as  well  as 
a  former  defcribed  in  the  like  Terms,  might  be  no 
more   than  a  PrefentmerU    at  the  Archdeacon    i£ 
Torlf%  Vifitation :  and,  that  Archdeacon's  Regiftry 
being  confulted,   the  Conjedhire  was  found  to  be 
right. 


The  Ext  rail  made  from  thence^  and  attefled  by  Mr. 
Brathwait,  tbe  Archdeacon* s  Regifter^  is  as  follows. 

• 

I  find  that  John  Simp/on^  Elizabeth  Ellis  Spin- 
fter ,  Henry  Dickenfon ,  Thomas  Parkinfon  Senior, 
John  Hirdy  IVilliam  Sedgwick  Senior,  William  Pick- 
erings and  IVilliam  Sedgwick  Junior,  of  the  Parifli 
of  Gargrave  of  the  Archdeaconry  of  Tork^  were 
prefented  at  the  Vifitation  of  the  Reverend  Knigbtley 
Chetwood^  Dodlor  of  Divinity,  Archdeacon  of  Tork^ 
held  at  Skipton  the  4th  Day  of  May  1702,  for  re- 
fufing  to  pay  the  Minifter  his  Dues  and  Tythes: 
And  for  not  appearing  at  the  Court  of  Corre£lions 
held  at  Skipton  aforefaid,  the  loth  Day  of  Jugufl 
1702,  they  the  faid  7^*'»  Simp/on^  Elizabeth  Ellis ^ 
Henry  Dickenfon ,  Thomas  Parkinfon  Senior ,  John 
Hirdy  IVilliam  Sedwick  Senior,  fVilliam  Pickerings 
and  fVilliam  Sedgwick  Junior,  were  decreed   to  be 
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excommunicated,  and  were  afterwaitb  denounced  ex* 
communicated  in  the  Parifh-Church  of  GargroM 
aforefaid  :  And  after  they  the  faid  John  Hird^  WU^ 
liam  Sedgmcky  and  WiUiam  Pickerings  three  of  die 
faid  Parties  prefented ,  had  ftood  excommunicated 
forty  Days  and  upwards,  for  fuch  their  Contempt 
they  were  certified  in  due  Form  of  Law,  under  the 
Seal  of  the  Archdeaconry  of  Tork^  to  thp  mcrfl  Re- 
verend Father  in  God,  Jobfis  by  Divine  Providence^ 
Lord  Archbifh(^  of  lirky  &c. 

York,  Nov,  26.   .  22/^^^  Bratbwait^  Rcgifter. 

1740.  »        o 

Thirty  or  forty  Years  ago,  it  was  cuftomary  in 
this  Archdeaconry  to  have  People  prefented^  for  not 
paying  their  Dues  to  the  MinHter :  and  this  being 
a  (hort  Method,  and  attended  with  litde  or  no  £x^ 
pence,  was  ufually  fubmitted  to:  Though  if  the 
Parties  fo  prefented^  had  at  any  time  appeared,  and 
referred  themfelves  to  Law  \  the  Archdeacon^  having 
no  contentious  Jurifdi£tion,  could  have  proceeded  nd 
farther.  Here  all  the  Parties  ftood  out  in  Contempt^ 
neither  fubmitting  to  the  Jurifdidlion,  nor  denying  it  5 
but  however,  only  three  of  them  were  certified.  The 
reft  were  therefore  difmifled  s  and,  amongft  thefe^ 
Henry  Dickenfon^  by  whom  the  Vicar  had  been  bar* 
baroufly  infulted.  This  Method  then  couM  not  have 
been  pitched  upon  by  the  Vicar  out  of  any  Pique 
againu  the  fakers  ;  for  two  of  the  Parties  prefented 
were  not  Qiukers.  What  was  fuflfered  by  the  tbre€ 
who  were  committed,  was  folely  owing  to  their  owa 
Perverieneis,  and  not  to  the  R^our  of  the  Profeoi* 
tion  ;  which  is,  in  reality,  an  Evidence  not  of  ths 
Vexatioufnefss  but  of  the  Good-nature  of  Mr.  Laviffon. 
But,  probabfyf  after  all,  Mr  Lawfon^  was  not  vie  of 
the  Profecutors,  and  it  i^  certain  he  could  not  be  the 
/^/^  Prpfecutor ;  for  Pr{/^ir/«pi<fl!^i  made  fw  not  paying^ 
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die  Miniflsr  his  Does  are  tffto^i  figped  by  th^ 
JVardem^  mAgemraUy  by  die  Chuich-Wardeiis  ongr 
widhout  the  Minifter.  How  the  Fa&  was  in  tlie 
piefentCafi^  cannot  be  determined  ;  tktmgmd'Bn^ 
ttnOBent  being,  by  fome  Accident  or  other,  mifling. 
And  it  b  of  no  otbo*  Confopenoe  to  determine  ittdiiQ 
as  it  ihews  how  ncgl^enuy  the  Briif  AccmM  coo- 
fauods  PnfMwunts  by  dmrcb-iyardins  wiA  regular 
Qmfii  inftitoted  in  Form  in  fiitCm0iny-Cmrt. 


C  A  S  E    DC. 

92r  Q^  A  K  E  R  8  Charge. 

Vtagt  163  [Q]  1707.  Anns  Grebn  of  Pmu^ 
fraS  Widow,  was  prolecuccd  in  the  Eeikjuj/Heml 
Ctmrt  at  Tork^  at  the  Suit  of  Francis  Drake  Prieft. 


To  fMcb  this  Note  iOJ  is  Juijemed. 

Arme  Green^  for  fmall  Tithes,  and  a  Demand  of 
^s.  Z  d.  for  a  Mortuary,  was  committed  to  Tork 
Gaftle,  by  Juftices  Warrant  grounded  on  a  Certijl- 
ease  out  of  the  Eccleftqftical  Courts  on  the  nth  of 
September  lyo  J  J  and  difchargcd  by  an  Ad  of  Grace 
in  the  Month  caUed  jiuguft  1709. 

fbe  Answer  of  the  Reverend  Mr.  John  DaAltt^ 
the  prefent  Vicar  cf  Pontemtd. 

I  have,  with  d)e  utmoft  Care  and  Diligence, 
fearched  into  my  Father's  Books  and  Papers :  but  as 
he  hath  left  no  Writing  or  Memorandum  relating^  to 
the  Cafe  of  ylnne  Green^  it  is  not  poffible,  at  this 
diftance  of  Time,  to  aflign,  with  any  Certainty,  wtett 
Jaducemente  he  might  then  have  to  carry  the  Caufe 

into 


into  die  Ecilifiafikal  Court  rather  than  hayeredottft 
to  the  Jifftices  of  Ptace :  But,  from  what  I  have 
been  told,  the  Ohftinaey  of  the  Woman  forced  him 
totbis  Method  for  the  Recovery  of  his  Rights.  And 
this  I  have  reafon  to  believe,  £rom  his  general  Cha* 
ra£fcer  of  being  averfe  to  harfli  Methods,  when  gen- 
tle Means  would  do.  It  ajmars,  moreover,  from  his 
EafUr-Book^  that  feveral,  who  are  called  ^akers^  did 
not  pay  him  off  his  Dues ;  and  fome  none  at  aU: 
So  that  he  muft  have  been  a  confiderable  lofer  oy 

diem. ^As  for  my  own  Part,  though  I  have  been 

now  tweniy-fiven  Years  Vicar  of  Pontefra£lj  I  never 
have  profecuted  any  of  diem,  by  which  Forbearance 
I  have  fufiered  much  Damage* 


the  Account  from  the  EccUfia/Hcal  Court  at  York  ii— 

That  Atme  Gnen  was  certified  to  the  Juftices  of 
Peace  for  her.  Ctrntempt^  in  not  appearing  upon  die 
Return  of  the  Citadon :  which  is  the  eaueft  and 
leaft  expenfive  Method. 


PontefraS  is  a  large  Town,  and  abounds  in  ^a^ 
kers.  Mr.  Francis  Drake  was  inftituted  Vicar  in  the 
Year  1678,  and  lived  till  the  Year  1713  ;  when  he 
was  fucceeded  by  his  fon,  the  prefent  Vicar.  So  that 
he  continued  Vicar  of  Pontefralf  in  all  tbirty-fiv^ 
Tears^  and  Jeventeen  Tears  after  the  palling  of  the - 
Ads  of  the  7.  and  8.  of  fT.  III.  During  all  diis 
time,  he  is  charged  only  with  the  Profccution  of  om 
Sfueier  in  the  Exclefiaftical  Court.  His  whole  Cbn- 
duft  will  free  him  from  the  Sufpicion  of  having  been 
dejimedly  vexatious  in  the  Choice  of  tins  Method  1 
ana  very  probable  Reafons  may  be  given  for  his  de« 
dining  that  of  the  Juftices  of  Peace.    T*or,  from  Ma 
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Mat  RfiearMce  in  other  Inftaiiocit»  we  may  Kulboi-^ 
bly  infer,  that  he  did  not  chafe  to  pot  the  ^gmker  m 
any  trouble  at  all :  and,  from  this  backwardiiefi  CD 
foe  for  his  Demands  in  any  fluqie,  we  may  alfo  in- 
fer, that  thofe  Demands  were  for  more  dian  the  finall 
Tythes  of  two  Tears.  This  would  eacdade  lum 
from  proceeding  upon  die  j.  and  8.  of  IPl  IIL  Qi.  6. 
nor  could  he  be  relieved  upon  the  y.  and  S..  JPl  III. 
Ch.  34.  becaufe  a  Mortuaty  was  part  of  his  D&- 
mand ;  and  this  Uuur  A&  ( as  hath  been  abeady  ob- 
ferved  more  than  once)  tben  took  in  only  ijibis 
and  Cburcb-Rates :  So  that  he  had  no  Chmoe  kft» 
but  either  to  lit  down  contented  under  the  Loft  oClus 
fmall  Tythes  and  his  Mortuary,  ( both  which  Wg^ 
ther  might  make  up  a  confiderable  Sum ;  and  it  is 
likely  they  did  fo,  becaufe  the  Note  fubjoined  avoicb 
fpecifying  the  Amount  of  the  fmall  Tythes )  or  ap- 
ply for  Redrefs  to  the  Ecckfiafiical  Court,  or  a 
Court  of  Equity.  He  fixed  upon  the  Ecckfi^fiicali 
and  in  that  Court,  when  th^  Obftinacy  of  die  Wo- 
man had  made  it  neceflary  to  come  to  the  laft  Re- 
medy, fhe  was  not  taken  up  bpon  the  Writ  do  ear- 
€ommunicato  Capiendo^  but  the  Court  took  the  flu»t« 
eft  and  leaft  tMirthenfome  Way,  that  of  cer^yug 
her  to  the  Juftkes  of  Peace  for  Contempt. 


CASE    X. 
He  Qjj  A  K  £  R  s  Charge. 

» 

Page  164.  [S]  1710.  Samuel  Marshal  9 
John  Grimshaw,  John  Hird,  Jonas  Butt£r« 
FJBLD,  JosiAH  Grimshaw,  aud  Caleb  VERiTr^ 
of  Rawdeny  Abraham  Milner,  John  Hustler^ 
Jeremiah  Whalley  t  and  Sarah  Cooper  of 

Teadon  % 
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Teadcn%  BxA  Jeremy  Grimshaw  bfGuifeleyj  were 
profeoited  in  the  Excbepter  for  Tythes,  at  the  Suit 
of  fTtlUam  WUfon  Re^or  of  Guifeley. 

To  which  this  Note  [S]  isfubjoined. 

The  Parfon  after  fome  time  dropt  his  Proceed- 
ings in  the  Exchequer^  and  took  his  Demands  by 
Warrant  from  a  Juftice  of  the  Peace. 

The  Answb  r. 

The  prefent  Redor  of  Guifely  could  get  no  In- 
formation of  the  Circumftances  of  this  A0air. 


The  Account  from  the  Exchequer  /;- 

That  there  was  a  Bill  filed  in  Trinity-Term^  9.  Q. 
Anne^  by  William  WUfon  Clerk,   againft  Abraham 

A£lner  and  others,  for  great  and  fmali  Tyches. 

It  being  a  Bill  of  Difiovery^  no  value  is  fnced  on  any 
of  the  Tythes,  except  a  Modus  or  Cuftom  of  2  s.  in 
the  Pound  for  agifling  Cattle. 

The  Note  fubjoined  fhews  this  to  be  a  Complaint 
without  a  Grievance ;  and  the  Records  fhew  Some- 
thing More.  For,  as  this  was  a  Bill  of  Difcovery,  it  is 
highly  probable,  that  the  Parties  refufed  to  afccrtain 
the  Quantity  and  Value  of  the  1  ythes  fubftraded  s 
and  the  Specification  of  a  Cujiom  of  2  s.  in  the 
Pound  for  the  agifling  Cattle^  is  a  ftrong  prefomptive 
Evidence,  that  they  attempted  to  fet  up  fome  local 
Qiftom  for  a  lefler  Payment.  If  they  did  fo,  the 
Caufe  was  not  cc^nizable  by  the  Juftices  of  Peace. 
By  thi9  aieans  Mr.  Wilfon  might  be,  and^  ia  «ik. 
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likelihood,  was  driven  to  file  his  BiH  ;  irtiicli,  pn>. 
hably,  induced  the  Panics  to  afcertain  and  allow  nff 
his  Demands.  And,  it  is  confeflcd  in  the  Nfti^  diac 
he  took  them  by  a  Warrant  from  a  Juftice  of  Peace. 

Does  not  Ms  Inftance  fuggeft  the  Fitnefs  and  Ex- 
pediency of  keeping  the  Courts  of  Law  open  againft 
fakers  in  the  Cafe  of  Myites »  in  order  to  give 
Weight  and  Efficacy  to  the  Summaty  MftM^  and 
render  it  more  extenfively  ufefiil  ? 

In  this  Note  it  is  faid,  the  Parfon  after  fame  time 
dropt  his  Proceedings  in  the  Exchequer :  which  turn  of 
Es^^reffion  infinuates,  that  fbme  Progrefs  was  made 
in  the  Suit.     And,  without  this  Gbfs^  the  firfi  Step 
in  a  Caufe  could  not  have  been  fo  decently  let  down 
as  a  Profecution  in  Form  %  or  have  been  multiplied  in- 
to eleven  fuch  Profecutions,  as  it,  in  fa£t,  ftands  for 
fo  many.     For  every  Party  to  this  Bill  furnilhes  out 
a  Profecution.    It  is  by  this  Art  of  Multiplication, 
that  the  Index  of  the  Number  of  Profecutions  pre- 
fixed to  the  Brief  Account^  places  136  to  Torkjhire. 
And  it  is  no  wonder  that  the  fakers j  taking  in  the 
Compass  of  forty  Years,  and  ranfacking  every  Coun- 
ty in  England  and  fVales^  for  whatever  T^ythe-Caufe 
could  be  worked  up  into  the  Appearance  of  an  Hard- 
in ip,  (hould  be  able,  atlaft,  to  fcrape  together  1 1 80 
Profecutions,  as  they  are  promifcuoully  ftilcd  :  Elpc- 
cially,  fince  103  of  thefe  Prolecutions  fall  under  nine 
Cafes  only.     For  the  Sluakers  having  acquainted  us, 
by  what  Rule  of  political  Arithmetic  they  made  their 
Computation ;  the  whole  Brief  Account  hath  been 
carefully  perufcd  with  a  fingle  View  to  this  Rule  : 
and,  from  that  Perufai,  it  appears,  that  103  Perlbns 
have  been  made  Parties  to  m/^  Bills  in  the  Exchequer. 
Now  thefe  Bills,  upon  the  Face  of  them,  obviate 
the  Imputation  of  Ill-will  and  Vexatioufnefs.    For 
every  fmgle  ^aker  might  have  been  harafiied  by  a 
feparate  Bill :  and,  the  Tttk  to  the  Demands  not 

being 
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being  quifimidj  the  Plaintiff  would  run  no  rifle  of 
beii^  loaded  with  Co/is.  This  is  granting  all  that 
the  fakers  contend  for;  (ince  thofe  Profecutions  are 
wrongfully  inierted  in  the  Briif  Acctmnt^  if  the  Title 
to  the  Demands  was  queftioned.  Thus  then  103 
Charges  of  Oppreffton  are  grafted  upon  nine  Inftances 
of  Gentknefs.  And  this  Obiervation  alone  ftrikes 
off  more  than  a  twelfth  Part  of  the  Brief  Account ; 
without  examining  at  all  into  the  Nature  and  Cir- 
cumftances  of  thofe  Cafes :  from  whence,  perhaps^ 
otl^r  Arguments  mi^ht  be  deduced  in  Vindication  of 
the  Profecutors :  particularly,  if  in  any  of  thofe  Cafes, 
the  ^tle  to  the  Demands  was  queftioned. 


CASE    XI. 

Ti&f  Qu  A  K  B  R  s  Charge. 

-» 

Page  164.  [T]  1703.  Thomas  Richardson 
of  Hull  was  profecuted  in  At  EccleftafUcal  Court  for 
eiffht  Shillings  demanded  for  a  Church-l^ate  (  fo 
c^ed  )  at  the  Suit  of  Fetid  Dun  Parfon,  and  Ai- 
muel  Stevenfon  and  John  BeU  Wardens. 

To  which  tins  Note  [T]  is  fubjoined. 

T.  Richardfon  was  excommunicated  and  commit* 
ted  to  Prifon  on  the  9th  of  November  1713. 

The  above  Charge  comes  within  die  Limits  of  tU 
prefent  Enquiry,  no  farther  than  as  it  is  faid  to  be 
carried  on  at  the  Suit  of  Reld  Dun  ( it  fhould  have 
been  written  Fteldan  Dunn )  Parfon^  as  well  as  of  the 
two  Churchwardens.  Now  this  is  diredly  fidfe  in 
Fad.    For  Mr«  Dir/ir^r,  (whoisfincedead)  dec^ised 
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in  a  Letter  upon  the  Subjeft,  that  the  Prdecutioa 
was  direAed  at  a  PariflhMeetitig^  accordii^  ID  Gtf» 
torn ;  and  that  he  had  no  perfimd  Conoeni  in  it. 
And  the  original  EfUry  of  tte  Caufi  (hewi,  thtt 
Mr.  Dunff%  Name  was  never  made  ufe  of.  For  bocli 
the  Citation  and  Proficutm  were  in  the  Names  of  the 
Cburch'IVardens  only ;  as  ibeje  Suits  always  are^  and 
can  be  maintained  by  no  body  die.  This  h  ano- 
ther Inftance  of  the  carelefi  Manner  in  whkii  the 
Profecutions  of  the  ^jfokers  were  coUefisd  i  and  of 
their  Defire  to  multiply  Charges  againft  the  Qmrgy^ 


CASE  xn. 

^be  Qjj  A  K  E  R  s  Charge. 

Page  1 65,  [Y]  1714.  William  Green wood» 
William  Sutcliffe,  Joshua  Fielden^  Eliza- 
beth SuTCLiFFE,  Abraham  Fieldem,  and  Maiy 
Barker,  were  profecuted  before  the  Commifliooers 
for  pious  Ufes,  for  certain  Sums  demanded  of  them 
toward  the  Maintenance  of  Edward  Metbam^  Par« 
fon  of  CroW'ftone  Chapel  and  Vicar  of  Hallifasc. 

To  wbicb  this  Note  [Y]  is  fubjoined. 

I.      s.     d. 

The  Sums  demanded  were  of  William^ 

Greenwood^  for  five  Years  and  thrce^  01     10    08 

Quarters,  at  5  j  4  i.  per  Annum     3 
Of  William  Sutcliffe  for  five  Years  > 

three   Quarters   at    35.  4 J.    fer.oo     19    02 

Annum  ■  ■  j 

Oijojhua  Ftelden  for  five  Years  threes  ^ 

.   Quarters  at  2  s.  per  Annum  -— —  5  ^^     ^  ^    ^^ 

Of 
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/.     IV     i. 

for  a  yearly  Stipend  51.  41/.  and^oi  06  08 
for  Arrean  lU  is.  ^d.                 j 

Of  A&«  Barker  for  five  Yean  a£>  .  , 

31.  6.ifwrA«i«i i°°  '7  ** 

The  faid  l^'iil/Mfs  Grteitwood  ^  fTMam  SnkUft 
and  7<^8mm  Fi^dpi,  were  committed  to  Ro^vnB 
Goal  on  the  aift  of  Siptember  1716,  and  were  dit 
charged  thence  on  the  5di  of  Oa^*r  1717. 


7be  Answer  ef  the  Rtveretid  Dr.  Lboh,  tbepteJitU 
yicar  tf  Hali6ai  tins  zzd  of  December  1740. 

AVho  lays,  the  Grievarues  complained  of,  being 
many  Years  btfere  he  was  Vicar  of  Halifax^  arc  what 
he  knows  nothing  of  but  by  late  Enquiries,  ^hens- 
by  he  finds  the  Cafe  to  be  thus  :  Viz. 

There  is  within  the  Vicaru^  of  Haiifax  an  antlenc 
Strufture  called  the  Chapel  mCrofient,  in  the  Town- 
fliip  of  Stansfield,  diftant  about  nine  long  MUa 
from  the  Matber-Cburcb :  and  there  u  an  andeoc 
Tradition^,  in  and  about  that  Neighbourhood,  that,  oa 
account  of  the  faid  diftance,  the  Inhabitants  of  Staap- 
field  aforefdd,  and  Langfield  another  TownAiip  in 
the  laid  Vicarage,  obtained  Leave  to  build  the  lud 
Stnifture  for  a  Cbapel  of  Eafe ;  and  that,  in  order  to 
raife  a  Pravijion  for  a  Curate  there,  they  did,  at  the 
landing  and  Confecrating  of  the  faid  Chapel,  endam 
it  with  a  yearly  Stipend  or  Salary  of  twenty  Poundi^ 
CO  be  paid  quaTterly  for  the  Ufe  of  the  faid  Curate— 
And  that  uie  Ovmers  of  Mefiuagcs  and  Lands  in 
diofe  two  Townlhips  had  every  one  bouHd  his  own  . 
Ejiate  with  the  Payment  of  cercun  fixed  Sums,  and 
.cftabliJhed  PropOTUons  of  the  laid  20^  (<r  /mmuiu, 
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which  had  been  conftantly,  time  immemorial,  be- 
fore the  Refufals  herein  after-mentioned,  pnid  to  the 
Ufe  of  the  faid  Curate  as  a  Stipend  or  Wagts /or  read- 
ing Prayers  and  Preaching,  ( both  which  die  prefent 
Curate  does  twice  evQry  Sunday  in  the  Year,  as  his 
Predeceflbrs  did  likewife )  and  for  performing  other 
godly  Duties  in  the  faid  Chapel. 

And  it  appears,  that  the  above-named  Edward 
Metbam^  >  now  deceafed,  was  never  Vxcar  of  Hal^ax^ 
as  ftiled  above  ;  but  having  been  Curate  of  the  faid 
Chapel  many  Years,  under  the  then  Vicar  of  Halifax^ 
and  performed  his  Duties  as  fuch,  became  intituled  to 
the  faid  Stipend  or  Wages,  from  the  Owners  or  Oc- 
cupiers of  Mefluages  and  Lands  aforefaid« 

It  appears  too,  that  the  faid  Elizabeth  SutcUffe  and 
Abraham  Fielding^  or  one  of  them,  did  then  own 
and  occupy  Lands  in  Stansfield  aforefaid,  btmnd  as 
above  4  the  Owners  and  Occupiers  whereof  had,  a* 
greeably  to  the  faid  Binding  and  Cuftom^  and  to  a 
Chapel' Rental  of  1572.  paid  conftantly,  time  inune>- 
morial,  a  fixed  Stipend  of  5  j.  4  J.  per  Annum  to 
the  faid  Curate,  in  part  of  the  faid  20/.  per  Annum^ 
till  about  four  Years  then  laft  pad ;  and  that  the 
laid  Maty  Barker  did  then  own  and  occupy  Lands 
in  Stansfield  aforefaid,  bound  as  above,  which  had 
accordingly  paid  conftantly,  time  immemorial,  a 
fixed  Stipend  of  35.  6d.  per  Annum,  in  part  of  the 
faid  20 /•  per  Annum,  till  about  the  faid  four  Years 
then  laft  paft,  when  the  faid  Elizabeth  SutcUffe  and 
Abraham  Ftelden  punhafed  the  former  of  the  two 
laft-mentioned  Lands  ;  and  the  faid  Mary  Barker  be- 
came Owner  of  the  latter:  during  which /(wrYears,thc 
faid  Elizabeth  SutcUffe,  Abraham  Ftelden^  and  Mary 
Barker,  being  ^akers^  had  from  time  to  time,  after 
being  often  requefted,  conftantly  refufed  to  pay  the 
iaid  Stipends,  although  they  were  charged  on  tlieir 
real  EJiates,  not  on  their  Fer/ons :  And  by  thefe  Re- 

folals^ 
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fufals,  there  then  remained  due  and  unpaid  to  the 
laid  Gyrate,  in  Arrears  for  the  faid  four  Years,  from 
the  faid  Elizabeth  Sutcliffe  and  Graham  Ftelden  i  /. 
I  /•  4  i.  and  from  the  faid  Mary  Barker  14  J. 

And  as  the  (ai4  Edward  Methami  from  whom  the 
faid  Stipends  for  fo  many  Years  were  thus  with-held, 
had  no  other  certain  Provifion  than  what  arofe  from 
his  Stipends :  ( except  a  poor  Cottage  for  himfelf  and 
his  Family  to  live  in,  worth  about  20  s.  per  Atmum^ 
an  Annuity  of  10  5,  and  another  of  40  5,  for  preach- 
ing a  Sermon  yearly  at  Halifax )  And  as  no 
method  offered  which  was  fo  eafy^  io  unexceptuma^ 
hky  and  fo  likely  to  procure  payment  from  the 
fakers  as  the  following  one :  Tbefe^  and  the  like 
Confiderations  induced  him,  in  the  beginning  of 
February  171 1.  ^.  Q^  Anne^  to  exhibit  a  Com- 
plaint againft  them,  alledging  all  the  faid  Fadts, 
fupported  by  Proofs,  before  Henry  Robinfon  Clerk, 
7.  Dodgfoftj  fVilliam  Mlner^  Efquires  ;  Caleb  AJk- 
with^  and  Edmund  Barker^  Gent.  Commiffioners  for 
charitable  Ufes :  who,  thereupon,  fummoned  the  faid 
Elizabeth  Sutcliffe^  Abraham  Fielden^  and  Mary  Bar^ 
kerj  to  appear  before  them  at  Leeds^  there  to  anfwcr 
to  the  faid  Complaint :  When,  after  their  Appear- 
ance by  Council,  and  after  a  full  Hearing  pro  and 
con,  an  Inquifttion  was  taken  before  the  faid  Commif- 
fioners  on  FA.  8.  171 1.  9.^  Q^Annej  by  the  Oaths  of 
John  Brook  and  eleven  other  Gentlemen.  Whereby  it 
was  found,  that  all  the  faid  Allegations  by  the  faid  . 
Edward  Metham  were  true,  his  Proofs  full,  his  2)^- 
mands  juft,  and  that  the  ^akertvftrt  Wrong-doers^ 
in  with-holding  from  him  the  faid  feveral  Stipends 
and  Arrears. 

In  confequence  of  this  VerdiSt^  the  faid  Commif 
Jioners^  on  Feb.  9.  171 1.  9.  Q^Anney  decreed,  that  the 
faid  cufiomary  Payment    ( to  the  faid  Curate )   oC 
ao  /.  per  Annumy  to  be  railed  by  tVvt  Pto^w©^  ^^ 
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pointed^  as  aforefaidy  to  be  paid  by  the  fiud  Eliza^ 
lab  Sutcliffe^  Abraham  Ftilden^  Mary  Barker^  and 
ail  other  Owners  of  fuch  X^ands  in  Stansfidd  and 
Langfield  refpedively,  as  afimfaid ;  fliould  be  thenoe* 
forth  obferved  and  paid  accordingly  to  die  laid  Cd« 
rate  and  his  Succeflbrs  for  ever :  and  thaty  within 
one  Mcmth  next  after  Notice  of  the  faid  Decree^ 
there  fliould  be  paid  to  him  by  the  faid  Stizdbeib 
SiUcUffe  and  Abraham  Falden^  their  Executors*  &(C« 
the  faid  il.  is.  4^.  (Arrearages)  and  2A  Cofts  \ 
and  by  the  faid  Mary  Barker^  ho-  Executors,  (Sc. 
1 4  i.  (Arrearages)  and  2  /.  G>fts.  Afterwards,  the 
iaid  three  fakers  were  ferved  with  a  Writ  of  Ek« 
cution  of  the  faid  Decree,  iefted  February  g.  17 13. 
II.  Q^Anne^  and,  uponiiieir  not  fubmiuing  to  it» 
were  in  Contempt. 

And,  that  thereupon  they  were  not  imprifbned, 
was  owing  to  the  Cammi/eration  of  the  Profecuior  : 
who,  inflead  of  proceeding  to  Rigor,  gave  up  the 
svbole  Debt  or  the  greateft  Part  of  it,  if  Report  iays 
right. 

Which  is  the  fame  Grievance  that  three  of  the  a*^ 
bove-named  ^akersj  viz,  Elizabeth  Sutcliffey  Abra^ 
bamFtelden^  znd  Mary  Barker^  or  their  Reprefenta- 
tives,  complain  of. 

And,  as  to  the  other  three,  it  appears  that  in 
Auguft  171 1,  while  the  faid  Edward  Met  ham  was 
Curate  of  Croftone,  the  above-named  IVilliam  Green^ 
wood  owned  and  occupied  a  Farm  in  Langfield  afbre*^ 
faid,  purchafed  by  his  Father,  charged  as  above,  ac* 
cording  to  the  faid  Cuftom^  and  the  faid  Chapel-ReH" 
talj  withthePaymentof  5  J.  4  d.  per  Annum.  That, 
at  the  fame  time,  the  above-named  Jojhua  JFielden 
owned  and  occupied  a  Farm  there,  purchafed  By 
himfelfy  charged  as  above,  according  to,  fefr.  with 
the  Payment  of  2  s.  per  Annum.  And  that,  at  the 
fame  time,  the  above-named  fVilliam  Sutcliffe  owned 

and. 
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and  occupied  a  Farm  in  Stamfield  aSact&i6,  pur- 
cbaied  by  himfelf  or  his  Anccftors,  charged  u  abore, 
according  to,  &f .  mth  the  Payment  oT  3  j.  4  J.  ^ 
jbmttm.  Which  tbret  annual  Sums  were  part  of 
of  the  20 1,  per  Annum  due  to  the  faid  Curate,  and 
were  tbret  refpe&ive  Proportions  paid  to  him,  as 
afcnrfaid,  annually,  dme  imtnemorial,  by  the  Owners 
and  Occupiers  of  the  laid  three  Farms  refpeftively  \ 
till  thefe  three  Pcrfona,  being  ^aken^  became 
Owners  and  Occupiers  tbcreirf  refpeSively  j  the  laid 
ff^liam  Greemaeod  having  been  Owner  of  his  about 
five  Years  then  laft  paft  1  and  the  faid  Jefiua  Belden 
and  ffiiHam  Sutcliffe  having  been  Owners  and  Occa- 
piers  of  theirs  refpeftively,  about  frur  Tears  uid 
three  ^yarters,  then  hit  pad :  And  that  the  three 
Sums  above-mentioned,  viz.  Jyiltiam  Greemoaofi 
5s.  4d.  Jofiaa  Fuldetfa  us,  WUliam  Sutcliffii  3/. 
^d.  being  in  Arrcar,  and  unpaid  four  Years  and 
three  QiarKrs,  the  faid  three  fakers,  time  alter 
time,  retufed  to  pay  the  fame,  and  To  necetlltated 
the  faid  Curate  to  exhilMt  a  Complaint  againft  them 
before  J.  Dyneley^  Henry  Ivejon^  WUUam  Aftlner, 
Hfquires  ;  Caleb  AJhvitb  and  Edmund  Barker^  Gent. 
Comm^Kmen  for  cbaritablt  U/es  i  who,  chereuptHi, 
called  the  faid  Tbree  to  appear  before  them  ac 
Z^dsy  there  K)  Ihew  Caufe  why  they  refufcd  to  pay, 
as  aforelatd.  Where,  afterwards,  before  the  £ud 
CMtm^ners,  ( it  beir^  fiilty  proved  that,  though 
they  did  doc  appear,  they  were  duly  fummoned  on 
Augufi  ^o.  171 1.)  an  Inquifitimwas  taken  by  the 
Ouhs  of  nomas  Cundon  and  fourteen  other  honeft 
Men  of  the  Weft-Riding  afbre&td ;  whereby,  upon 
the  ftrongeft  and  clearefl:  Proofs,  it  was  fout^d,  that 
all  the  Fads  ftaod  as  above,  in  &vour  of  the  laid 
Curate,  were/nr/  »  that  his  Demands  wmjifii  that 
the  Cufiom  they  were  founded  on  was  antient  and 
buidaUe  1  and  that  the  l^d  ^akert  wk  Wrm%^-iDKt\^ 
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in  vich-holding  from  him  whu  they  did.  After 
which  FerdiSf  the  laid  Tbra  being  called,  it  wu 
decreed  accordingly  by  the  fiud  CfsM^jEiwrj,  on  ibe 
26th  of  Jaiaiafy  1712.  10.  Q^^imt^  That,  in  tea 
Days  next  after  Notice  of  the  laid  Decrtt,  there 
fhould  be  paid  to  the  laid  Edward  Metbam  the  Oi- 
rate,  for  Arrearage,  by  the  faid  Helium  Grtewwmd^ 
his  ExecuK>i^t  i^e.  i/.  ss,  ^d.  by  the  fiud  7«ii^« 
Fielden,  his  Executors,  &(.  9J.  6d.  and  by  the 
jaid  fVUUam  Stueliffet  lus  Executois,  &r.  15;.  with 
Cufts :  And  that  the  i^d  euftomaiy  Paymtnt  to  the 
Curate  of  20/.  p«r.^to.  to  be  raifed  by  the  Frop(xdons 
appointed,  as  afwe&id,  to  be  paid  by  the  fiid  H^U' 
liam  Greenwood^  Jajbua  Fieldtn,  ffmam  Suteliffi, 
and  all  other  Owners  of  fucb  Lands  in  Statufield  and 
Langfield  refpedively,  as  aforelaid  -,  (hould  be  thenoe- 
fonh  obferved  and  paid  aa:ordingly  to  the  laid  Cu- 
rate, and  his  SucccQbrs  for  ever. 

After  this  a  Writ  of  Execution  of  the  laid  ZV- 
fr«tf  wasiiruedoutofCiwr»rjr,  tefted  Feb.  19.  1713. 
II.  Q.^f»tf>and  were  ferved  upon  them.  Whereupon, 
they,  iuppoitng  themfelves  to  be  ag^iered,  did,  on 
the  i3thof7i<^  i7i4<  i2.Q^y<it8;,  exhibit  their  Ex- 
ceptions in  Chancery :  To  which  Exceptions,  on  the 
loth  of  February  following,  the  faid  Edward  Metbam 
pat  in  his  Anfwer  ;  feveral  WitnelTcs,  on  both  Sides, 
were  examined ;  the  faid  anttent  Rental  was  read,  and 
the  Caufe  was  heard  the  15th  of  November  1715. 
i.Geo.l.  before  the  then  Lord-Chancellor  Cotv^  .* 
Who,  on  hearing  Council,  and  what  could  be  of- 
fered  on  both  Sides,  over-ruled  the  faid  Exceptions, 
decreed  that  the  Decree  of  the  faid  Commiffioners  fhould 
ftand  confirmed  and  be  performed,  and  that  the  Ex- 
ceptants fhould  pay  Cofls  to  be  taxed. 

Afterwards  the  laid  William  Greenwood^  Jofljua 
Fulden,   and  William  Sutcliffe,  were  ferved  with  a 
Writ  of  Execution  of  the  faid  Lord-Cbancellor'i  De- 
cree, 
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cree,  tefted  May  14.  1716.  2.  Cto.  I.  And  they. 
obftinatcly  refufing  to  obey  the  fame,  were,  by  At- 
tachments of  Contempt,  arrefted  ;  and,  on  the  21ft  of 
Novemher  17 16,  impnfbned  vaRotbwellGoal :  where 
they  continued,  till  they  complied  with  the  laid  Lord' 
Cbaneellot's  Decree. 

Which  is  the  fame  Grievance  that  the  above- 
named  William  Greenwood,  Joftma  FUlden,  and  Wilr^ 
Ham  Sutdiffe^  or  their  Repre&ntadves,  complain  of  *. 


It  is  evident  from  the  fakers  Charge,  and  Dr, 
i^fe's  Anfwer  to  it,  that  the  Curat/s  Demands  were 
mt  recoverable  by  either  of  the  j&s  of  the  7.  and'  8. 
of  W.  III.  Not  by  Chap.  6,  becaufe  the  Complaint 
was  fo  far  from  being  made  within  two  Years,  as  that 
AA  requires,  that  it  was  not  made  vithinfour  Years. 
Not  by  Chap.  34,  becaufe  the  Payments  cannot,  in 
any  Latitude  of  Conftruftion,  be  bought  within  the 
moft  enlarged  Meaniiu  of  the  general  Term  Tftbes ; 
but  Tythes  and  Church-Rates  were  all  that  Aft  then 
took  in.  And  the  7i/^  to  them  beiiw  ^fftiened,  this 
alette  equally  and  entirely  excludes  holb  thcfe  A(^s. 
This  Charge  therefore,  with  the_^*  Profecutions  con- 
tained under  it,  muft  be  deducted  from  the  Brief 
Account,  But  the  Cafe  is  too  renurkable  to  be  dif- 
mifled  in  fo  curfory  a  Manner  :  For  its  being  thus 
flatly  contradiftory  to  the  Tttle-page  of  the  Brief  Ac- 
count,  is  the  leaft  exceptionable  Part  of  it. 

*  Dr.  Ltgh,  in  ■  Letter  fent  with  the  above  Anfwer,  fayi ; 
You'll  obTcrvc  a  Vartatiai  in  the  Sums,  which  I  reprcfcnt  Ufi  than 
they  are  in  the  Britf  Atetunt,  as  I  make  the  Arrtun  to  have  been 
Itft  by  a  Vear.  Which  FariatitK  feems  to  be  accounted  for  bf 
conndcring  the  Intervals  beiwcen  the  Dttriu  and  the  WriH  tf 

KCuTO&t 
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A  Curate  could  not  have  been  fo  fpecioufly  deli- 
vered out  to  the  Public  as  an  Opprejar  \  and,  accimi- 
ingly,  he  is,  in  the  wording  of  the  Profccution,  de- 
fcribed  as  being  alfo,  what  he  never  was.  Vicar  of 
Halifax.     Indeed,  this  poor  Man's  Lot  is  peculiarly 
hard,  to  be  traduced  now  he  is  dead,  by  the  very 
People  who  endeavoured  to  wrcft  from  him  when  li- 
ving, by  a  groundlefs  Litigation,  and  to  with-faold 
from  him,  contrary  to  the  Decifion  of  Law,  part  of 
a  bare  Subfiftence  for  himfelf  and  his  Family ;  though 
his  long  Forbearance,  as  well  as  his  neceffitous  Cir- 
cumftances,  entitled  him  to  better  Treatment  at  their 
Hands.    For,  after  all,  he  chofe  what  was  in  itielf 
the  Jhortefi  and  leafl  expenfivt  Method  of  rcoovering 
his  Dues  \  though  the  Perverfenefs  of  Thofe  he  had 
to  contend  with,  made  it  the  moft  tedious^  and  to 
him  the  moft  oppreffive^  becaufe  the  moft  cbargeabti.'^^ 
It  is  pafled  over  in  Silence,  that  three  of  the  Parties, 
firft  fummoned  by  him  before  the  Commijftoners^  es- 
caped Comitiitment  by  his  Lenity  :  nor  fliould  we 
have  known,  but  from  Dr.  Leglf%  exaft  Detail  of 
Fa6b,  that  the  other  three  incurred  it,  by  carrying  the 
Caufe,  by  Appeal^  into  the  Court  of  Chancery^  (  whe- 
ther they  might  well  hope  the  poor  Curate  would  not 
be  able  to  follow  them  )  and  then  obftinately  refufing 
to  obey  the  Decree  of  that  Court  \  till  a  Year's  Im- 
prifonment  convinced  them,  that  the  hasjo  of  the 
Land  will   fecure  the  Property  of  the  Poor  againft 
the  Attempts  of  Perfons  in  better  Circumftances. 

It  is  further  to  be  remarked,  that  three  at  leaft  if 
nocfour  of  thcfe  Perfons  were  themfelves  the  Pur^ 
chafers  of  thofe  Lands,  which  the  Piety  of  former 
Owners  had  charged  with  Payments  appropriated  to 
the  Service  of  God,  They  muft,  confequently,  have 
had  an  Allowance  for  thcfe  Payments  in  the  Purchafe  i 
and  yet,  becaufe  thefe  Sums  were  fet  apart,  for  the 
Maintenance  of  a  Curate,  they  could,  it  feems,  with 
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a  ^et  ConfeS^ee,  detain  tbem  u  tlieir  ««m  ;  kmw^ 
if^^'atthe  fimetime,  that  tbcy 'paid  tto'vialuabU  Con- 
Jt&ritiim  for  diem. 
■  Is  this  recdncileable  to  common  Honefty  ?  Oris 
it'90nfiftcnt^with  the  End  oT  Gvoemmait,  to  faSa 
thfc  LMf  of  Property  to  behjl  to  Notiom  ( by  wttate- 
vtf'facrtd  Namerfwy  may'b<('rtr;i^cM//y  cloa(hed) 
fo  fti^^Mf  bqieflcial  to  dhe  Party,  and  fo  unreafina- 
Sft»  hurtful  to  the  other  ?.-^ Arid,  upon  the  whole,  is  it 
cpnceirable  thzt  fuch  a  Charge  as  this  could  have 
iieen  laid  by  the  fakers  before  i  Britijh  Parliamerttf 
is,  an  Inftancc  of  the  Opprejfion  from  which  they  pe- 
tiiSohed  to  be  relieved  by  ari  extraordinary  Intcrpofi- 
tibni  but,  iipon  a  ftill  Prcfum'ption,  that  the  frff* 
St;ite  and  FrDgrefs  of  this  SuH^  could  not,  after  fo 
mayy  Years,  bt  traced  and  laid  open  in  aU  its  Cir* 
cymftances?- 


c  A  s  E  xm. 

^e  Quakers  Charge. 

'Pags  i66-^iy.is,  Benjamin  Bartlett  of 
Br^ord  was  pro&cuted  in  the  EccUJiajiieal  Court 
foiia  Marriage  Fee  md  a  Mortuary,  ac  the  Suit  of 
LakeCtati  Parfimof  BriHall. 


ne  Answer  of  the  ReverenH  Mr.  Luke  Cotes* 
>rBMrfj>  ^iw  tf/ Ktttal,  (Joitjituldbejpelt)  and 
rmo  Dean  ^Middleham  received  Oitober.  8. 1 740* 

BenjamtH  Bartletf,  a  rich  Apothecary  Inthe  Towit 
of  Bradford,  married  the  only  Daughter  Of  thahas 
Green  a  rich  ^tthtr,  in  the  Townfliip  of  Lraerjedif 
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within  the  Pari(h  of  Birfid.  Greoidkidi  fooa -afier 
this  Marriage,  leaving  his  SonTinrlistw  Executor. 
My  Demands  upon  Benjamin  i?^r//r^  Jx^de^^.jjts 
own  Marriage  Fee,  were  for  feyeral^^Xears  Aripirs' 
of  Eafttr-OffiTuigs^  due  to  me  from  X^Mmas-  Greettp 
and  a  Mortuary  upon  his  Death.  Upon  R^tuifs 
refuting  to  fatisfy  my  Demand^  IfoUicite^  j^oia/ 
neighbouring  Juftxas  of  Peace  to  procqisd  agajj^ 

Xn  the  A£b  of  the  7.  and  8.  of  W.  1)1  ,^lbbt.  they 
^x>fitively  r^ufed  to  afford  me  their  Aflil^ce.— - 
I  then  took  out  a  Citation  fix>m .  the  Court,  at  Yorh^ 
which  was  ferved  upon  Bei^amm  SartUti  i  and  a 
Memorandum  of  the .  Service  •  endors'3  lUPon  .it  .by 
Befgamin  Croudtr  ^  Oothier  in  the  Pariin  of  -Si^j^i 
to  whom  I  raid  five  Shillings  for  his  Trouble.  |He 
told  me,  at  his  Return  from  ferving  the  Gtatton^  diat 
Benjamin  Bartlett^  looking  at  it,  took  down  a  -4uvt 
Minute  in  a  fmall  Piece  of  Paper  ;  but  of  what  he 
could  not  tell.  It  appeared  afterwards,  that  this  Cu 
tation  againft  Benjamin  Bartlett^yfdAdsxtd  a  full  Year 
before  the  Death  of  Thomas  Green^  to  whom  BartUtt 
was  Executory  and  fued  by  me  as  fuch.  .  Thus  I  was 
forced  to  drop  the  Caufe  *,  and  loft  not  only  the  Sums 
I  demanded  tix)m  Bartlett^  but  alio  all  my  Chaiges. 
It  was,  at  that  time,  by  all  who  heard  it,  eflccmed  a 
wretched  Trick  put  upon  me  ;  and  the  Minute^  taken 
down  by  Bartlett^  is  a  fufpicious  Circumftanoe.  :  But 
I  will  not  take  upon  me  to  determine  who.  was  the 
Contriver  of  this  artful  Expedient  to  defeat  the  Pro* 
ceis  ;  which  I  never  thought  it  advifeable  to  renew, 
after  having  been  once  baffled  by  this  Piece  of  Ma* 
nagement.  I  fubmit  to  the  Judgment  of  all,  who 
jliall  read  this  Account  \  ( which,  according  to  the 
beft  of  my  Remembrance,  I  affirm  to  be  a  faitlifiil 
one )  whether  Bartlett  had  any  Reafon  to  complain 
of  the  Parfon  of  Birftaly  as  I  am  called,  ( being  then 
in  2715  FicaroS  that  Parifli )  or  whether,  the  Publi* 

cadon 


<!ation  of  thii  Complaint'  can  br j^  any  Oedif,  or 
do  any  Service  to  the  ^akers^  of  3idr  Caufe. 


ne  Account  from  the  Ecclefiaftical  Court  is'- 


.   /     . ) 


That  in  this  Caufe  only  a  Citation  was  returned, 
and  the  Certificate  of  it  continual  fppie  Court-Days, 
after  which  the  Ckuk'  drojpt  without  further  Pro- 
ceedings.    ,  .     , 

■*  •   ■  *  k 

.  •  ■     ;  .  ■  •  ■  ■ 

f 

t  ■  ■*  .  ■ 

'Mr.  Co/^x  hath  fufficiently  vindicated  himfeir  in 
his  4nfiver\  from  whence  we  learn,  that  aU"'&c" 
neighbouring  Jufiices  of  Peace  weir,  ip  xkitfirjt  Place, 
applied  to  bj  hun,  and  rifufed  to  aft.  We  naay 
naturally  fuppofe  the  y2»yi^  Application  to  have  be^n 
made,  in  many  other  Inftances,  with  At  fame  Di&p*- 
pointment  -,  and  that  this  might  be  made  appear,  if 
every  Clergyman^  who  is  charged  in  the  Brief  Account 
with  having  voluntarily  declined  tbis  Remedy,  were 
/ilivcy  to  draw  up  his  own  Apology ;  and  to  Q)eak 
to  Incidents  not  ufually  known  to  4M^,  and,  for 
the  moft  part,  foon  forgotten  by  ally  but  the  Proje- 
cutor  himfelf.  This,  of  neceffity,  renders  the  Vi^^^ 
cation  of  the  Dead  difficult  and  imperfeft  ;  and,  in 
a  good  meafure,  reftrains  it  to  the  Nature  and  ^a^ 
lity  of  the  Demands  in  queftion.  But  thefe  Topics  ' 
alone,  aided  by  the  Teftimony  of  the  Courts  of  Law» 
and  the  Information  of  Ivuit^  Witnefles,  have,  fo  fiur, 
efieftually  retorted  the  fevoal  Accufations  upon  the 
Accufers.  ■     ' 

AU  the  Clerpy  widiinthat  remote  Period  that  we"- 
have  hitherto  beeh  examining,  except  two  (mf  of  ' 
whom  is  alfo  fihce  dead)  have  been  long  fince^ '' 
of  a  Capacity  of  being  tfaeir  own  Advocates*    In 
Aiany  of  the  remainiiK  Cafes,  we  fhaAV  VaSocnoK  xnAtK 
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die  iame  Dt/aiufRtage  z  But  there  aie  Matemkk 
enough  to  expole  the  IwoaMrsdi  Japmi  Caiia^  and 
the  MffreprefcMtars  of  red 


CASE    XIV. 
^tbe  Qv A K B  R s  CbMrge. 

Page  i68.  [E]  1720.  Timothy  Towsb  of 
Gorton  in  the  Woulds^  was  profecutBd  in  the  Ecekfi^ 
afikd  Courts  ac  the  Suit  of  Joim  DAJm  Rvfoo  of 

fa  wbUb  tbis  Nate  [E]  isfidjaiMii. 

fsmotby  Towfi  was  proiecuted  for  ten  Years  Tithe 
of  Apples,  Hens,  &r.  but  after  fome  time  the 
Parion  dropt  his  Profecution  in  tlie  EuUfiaftical 
Court,  and  took  his  Demand  by  Juftices  Warrant. 


f%e  Answer  of  the  Reverend  Mr.  Dowbiggen,  the 

prefent  Curate  of  Carton. 

I  have  applied  to  the  Perfon  fet  down  as  profe* 
cuted'^  and  to  fuch  other  Perfons  as  I  thought  moft 
lilcely  to  be  able  to  inform  me  concerning  the  Par- 
ticular^  of  this  Affair ;  and  the  Refult  of  my  En- 
quiry is  as  follows.  The  Neighbours  affirm  they 
never  "heard  of  any  fucb  Suit  between  Mr.  Dobfim 
and  the  -Quaker  ;  bnt  the  Sluaker  himfelf  avers,  that 
he  was  proiecuted  in  the  Ecclejia/lical  Court  ^  and  that 
the  Demands  were  for  2/.  2S.  for  ten  Years  and  a 
half  Tythc,  for  Hay,  Apples,  Hens,  Pigs,  6?r. 
Tic  owns,  at  the  iame  time,  that  he  had  no  Trouble 
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:Uioutitv<.alKl  w^Mcfo  tnucb«B-remdrviili<a  Cf- 
/stiM  i  .but  hearing,  Jroai  fonioiFHend  n  Terky  that 
Jiub  la  ji£iii» /Vis  commaxted  agunft  him  iiT/-cha 
MfCeUfiafiicfil  Cmirti  he  fent  Ben  ShilTings  arid  Sin 
pence,  which,  vas  all  the  Cofti  he  iras  atv  to  his 
Friend  BaWmoud  at  Tork.  But,  whedier  hts  Fnend 
Hammond  paid  any  of  the  Money  to  the  Courf,  oc 
ki^t  kimft^^  he  neidKr  would  nor  eouid  be  pofr^ 
tive.  All  Ikecould  (xj  was;  thacheKceiTediiadun^ 
a^in,  nor  did  he  pay  the  Parfm  any  thing  upon 
account  of  Hxi  Profeeution,  as.  he  colied  it.    - 

The  Confiablet  ^^  was  prefenc.when  Mr.  Dtifm 
applied  to  tv»  jufiicei  rf  the  Peace  at  Bmrirf,  iit-^ 
forms  me  %  that  it  was  with  Dt^cni^  he  obtained  « 
W'arrant  %  for,  at  firft,  they  nfmfed  it:  BbC,  aftv 
Mr.  Dehfin  was  gone,  they  fent  a  Mefloger  ro'calt 
him  back,  and  tiien  granted  the  Wananc,.  by  whicb: 
he  recovered  his  Dues, 


fbe  jtccmnt  frmn  the  EeeUfiaJ^^  Cowl  is-*-~m 

That  thae  are  no  Footfbps  of  any  fuch  Caufe 
bcffm. 


What  the  ^udkers  obferre  in  this  Note^  that  the 
Parfon  ^ter  fame  time  dropt  bis  Procee&ngi  m  /^  Ee* 
tUfia^ital  Court,  is  aflerdng  in  other  words,  that  he 
earried  at  bis  PnceedtBgs  in  tbe  Eeciejiafticai  Court  for 
Jirm  time.  Every  one,  who  reads  thofc  words,  muft 
yo  underftand  them,  and  they  feem  chofcn  to  be  jd 
undcrfiood.  But  no  Footfteps  of  fuch  a  Caufe  ap- 
pear in  the  Court-Books  t  and  Timotbf  Towje  himtcif 
owns,  that  he  was  not  fo  much  as  /erved  with  a  d- 
iatioH.  But  ftill  he  avers  there  was  fuch  a  Proiecu- 
tion,  merely  bccaufc  he  beard  thox  'bm,  -KEASssfit 
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tOk  SbllllOfEt  SBCL  OOK«^p6D0C  tO  OH  vrfKOO" 

9C  titkf  wuicli  Ftjcod  cbmhhm  SBVCf 

Hoir  gencfe  and  hiofibifife  m  JAMirif  dcMS  dki 


fiud  CD  be /fffenrtal  knew  iwdiibg  of  ^  ^^ 
thingfiomklnbyjHMbi^/  Aadf^ 

ttlyiBefiQaaUj^sifklMdbeca  attenMnridift 
Ytm ImprHhnmBBrr   >Ha«iCFar  wimilb  l|piAM 
imvc  bcea  made  to  knov  from  hence  the  tnt^  IWk 

ioafiert»  if  die]F.plaife»  duttdnefknoRrofxaoaeliot 
rmt^^r^Klst  and  Gspa^m  Phifenriom,  flbi^  per- 
haptp  it  m^^  be  adflfaable  for  them  to  "  vi  r§am 
dot;  yir^iraipiBrcthicn  mote  clofidy  conoorning  «S 
diePnrfbcodoB  (and  there  are  aiTji,^  of  tkcmfii' 
their  Book )  diat  have  diis  Ifou  fobfobed ,  t^Ur 
Jme  tune  the  Parjbn  draft  bis  Procitiaipj  inorderio 
be  iattsfied  that  be  ever  bepm  them  *. 

It  is  difficult  to  preferve  an  Air  of  Serioufiiefi  in 
gcnng  through  fiich  trifling  Allegations  ;  but  ytt^ 
trifling  as  diey  are,  the  Point  contended  for  by  than 
is  a  very  important  one  ;  and,  if  carried,  would  more 
or  Ids  concern  every  Man  in  the  Kii^dom  that  has 
an  Intereft  in  Tythes. 

^  In  the  Prtfma  to  the  Brirf  Aetmat^  p.  if «  thoe  k  tUt  FaP> 

(afc **  Bat  tlie  entire  Number  of  SuUs,  which  on  thde  Occa* 

*<^fioas  have  been  commenced,  b  onknown ;  this  CdlUHm  bdu" 
'*  generally  of  dies  wherein  dieSalferers  applied  to  Adr  FrieMt 
*^  at  Lmdut  for  Advice     Many  others,  we  have  leatfim  to  befievc^  • 
''  were  began  and  ended  in  the  Coontiy,  without  fndi  AppQcaK 

"  catioa** Now  it  is  difficult  to  imagine  upon  what  Pqint,,  la  - 

this  Suit,  Tifiuth  Torjtjfe  the  Sufferer^  could  appfy  to  his  Prieada  at 
Lmdm  for  Advice;  or  what  Rea(bn  there  can  be  to  bdltvi^- 
that  many  Suits  were  b^un  and  ei^ded  in  theCountiy,  WttfeMe.; 
fuch  Application,  and  .did  not  reach  the  Knowledge  of  the  Ltm^  ' 
^-Friends,  when  this  fiftUioosProiecution  of^MM/^jpJkij/lwqii 
laM  befbie  them,  and  ftands  inferted  in  this  CMQjm, 
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C  A  S  ET  XV.        . 


Ti6e  Qjj  A  ic  B  It  8  Charge^     ,   ./.  i .} 


Page  \fX.  TF]  1720.  Joseph  Simp^mi*  irf 
Hardify'ISn  m  ^  Parifh  of  F^fc^Mr,  in  the  Fotctf 
of  J^ndre/bovtugb^  was  profecuted  in  the  Excbeff^ 
for  fmall  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  Samud  Smitbfin'TS&e^^ 
FjU'mcr  under  WUUam  CarmuU  Paribn^  '' 


•  ..II 


'    To  wUcb  /bis  Note  VPlisfiiMmd.    ; '' 

7e^  $Mij^  was  committed  to  T^rk  Caftle;  cnti 
the  ^  oiNoiemb&  1720^  and  difchar^  thtaee  ttn 
the  3d  of  the  Month  called  Mayfi  711,  having  J5bi!nf 
a  Prifoner  ab^  18  Months* 


•  •  ■  ■     ■ 


^  AnsVir  (f  tbe  HiWt^  Mr.  Smith,  # 

neigbhourh^  Clergyman. 

.  Both  t^e  Pardes  mentioned  in  this  Profecntfon  are 
dead^.  S^i  a  Son  of  Jojipb  Simp/on^  a  fenfibkf  Ibbiif 
Mari^  about  tfajrty  Tears  of  Age^  and,  if  thatteri 
any  Weight,  pofllel&d  of  an  Eftate  of  about  2oo'f. 
per  Anmm^  to  whom  I  applied,  hath  given  ipk[  i 
clear  Adppunt  of  the  principal  Particulars  relating  to 
this  Tranfa&ion,  and  the  reft  I  learnt  froni  oOler 
Haiids. 

iamd  Smibfin  had,  by  Right  of  Improprtafitm^ 
an  eqiial  ^hare  of  the  Tythes  in  the  whole  Psuifh 
with  ^e  Vicar  for  the  time  beii^.  Their  uTual  Oif- 
tom  was  ^to  colleA  them  Jointly,  and  then  divide 
them*    Bvi't  Mr.  Car  mult  ^  being  an  mdoleht  Mah^ 


MifJ 


Ce  avoid  the  Troubk  of  ooUeOiiig  £jch  trivial  X>ia 
ftom  Hoideto  Ho|4(u  as,(tie,.maiuier  had  been*  kc 
hit  Share  to  Smitbfid  f-vxiiSi  fioifr  tUt  doie,  lad  iw- 
1M19  10  do  with  the  CtHeSioM  :  nor,  n  I  am  .ai> 
fonned,  did  faeikn^  mf  chiag'c()eW_fo^xDiii», 
till  the  Min  was  c^^rrie-.!  to  GoalT  Kay,  many  rf 
the  L'tuiiliioners  aver,  ihat  he  was-cf^  TurnofMind 
fo'  averfc  it>  giving  {ii>y,'bQdy  diftjirbancc  j  that  be 
would  have  chofcn  to  lofe  all  his  Share  of  the  fnull 
Tytbes,  rather  than  go  to  Law  for  ihem.  ,  Thus 
Smithfoit  had  the  whole  Minagenient  in  his  own 
Hands.  And,  one  Day,  hippcning  to  meet  with 
Simpfon  at  Olley  \n  tha  Prefcncc  of  an  Attorney,  be 
iaid,  Simpfon,  if  thou  doft  not  order  thofe  fmall 
Ty  thes  to  be  ^jd* :  I  wijj  give  Orders  to  Mr.  Lakan 
(^at  wai,  the  Atlornefs  Name  J  to  fue  thee  for 
^nj' j  and,  accordinely,  he  did  lo ;  not  (as  he  ^ter- 
wardi  declared  )  with  an  Intcnuan  his  Qrders  ftuHild 
be  followed,  but  to  fngliten  liim  into'  I^ayracnt  \ 
not  doubling  but  Simpjon's  Friends  would  caufc 
(he  MoQcy  fa  ^  P^M*..iUr  they  had  done  ^efepV 
upon  the  like  TTireatning:  But  the  AttDfi^llWl'» 
Bill,  before  Smilifonv/as  aware  of  it  i  and,  thePko- 
ceedings  being  begun,  he  would  not  countermand 
them  I  ftill  imagining  forne  one  or  other  would  fa- 
tisfy.his  Di:nnnd,  before  Matters  came  to  an  Extre- 
mity. But  Simpfon  was  obftinate  ;  and  would  neither 
bay  the  Money  hvnfelj.,  nOr  encourage  any  other  Per- 
fon  to  do  it  for  him  :  So  he  was  taken  up  upon  an 
^l'ftf'%"'*  ^^  carried  to  7ork  Caftle.  WciU  was 
Sbi*^ot  deaf  ro  any  Offers  that  could  be  made  for 
his  IWcafe  ?  Far  ftpm  it.  For,  during  the  time  of 
his  Confinement,  he  exprclTed  a  great  Uneafinefs  in 
fcvcnd  Companies,  th^f  -he  had  been  (though  un- 
wilfiogly.)  the  Oiiajum  of  his  Commitment :  He 
even  made  fcreral  Overtures  to  the  faker's  Brother, 
a  Member  of  the  Church  ofEnglandy  to  procure  his 
Di&huge» 
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JDifcbar^ ;  and,  at  laft,  he  confented,  not  only  to 
lofe  the  Tylbes  fued  foTy  but  alfo  fuch  as  had  accrued^ 
during  his  Imprifonment  \  and,  what  was  more,  he 
contrSuted  forty  Shillings  towards  his  Releafe.  Up* 
on  this  the  Man  returned  to  his  Family  and  Farm 
again  :  Stnitbfon  applied  to  the  Juftices  of  Peace  for 
the  Tythes  that  became  due  af^rwards,  and  (  for  as 
much  as  I  can  hear)  they  both  continued  Friendsznd 
good  Neighbours  ever  after. 


Tie  Acewnt  fnm  the  Exchequer  is- 

That  in  Trimty  Tertn^  6  Geo.  I,  a  Bill  was  filed  by 
Samuel  Smith/on  Yeoman,  Farmer  of  the  Vicarage  of 
Fu^oH^  againft  J^fopb  Simpjbny  and  Marmaduke 
Leamixgj  Inhabitants  of  Fuifton,  for  great  and  fmall 
Tythes  and  Eafter 'Offerings.  No  farther  Proceed- 
ings appear,  fo  that  it  is  moft  probable,  if  Smith/on 
was  committed  to  Prifon^  it  was  by  an  jhtacbment  if- 
fued  out  againft  him  for  not  appearing,  or  for  no( 
putting  in  his  Anfwer. 

Does  not  the  Narraihe  of  this  Profecution,  a« 
it  ftands  hi  the  Brief  Jcountj  afford  us  a  rnoft 
flamnt  Inftance;  to  what  a  D^ree  a  tender  com^ 
palfionMU  Man  may  be  exhilMted  to  the  World  as  a 
erueU  unrelenting  Projecutor,  by  relating  the  Trutb 
and  notUfg;  but  the  Trutb^  whilft  the  whole  Tnith^ii 
not  related? 


I'  • 


i  >  •   •  • 


-N  .     ^  .      .    CAS.$ 
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CASE    XVL 
Tie  QUAKERS  Charge. 

Page  i68.  1722.  GoDPRET  NiwioiiH  Jom 
Haslam^  Michael  MiLNiRf  and  JtnmuGkAT^ 
TON,  were  prolecutcd  in  the  Ecelefiafttcsl  Cottri  at  the 
Suit  of  Fran€is  Lackier  Pkrlbn  cfHoff/warib^  for  De- 
mands of  not  above  11  d.  fer  Ammm  .aich  for 
Oblations  and  fmall  Tithes. 

iU  Answer  if  the  Reverend  Dr.  Lockiir  Arf^DlMi 

of  Peterborough,  iearhg  date  Nov.  21.  €738. 

Firft,  as  to  the  Fad  itfelf,  I  do  abfohitely  af- 
firm chat  I  neidier  knew  of,  nor  ewfenttd  to  this  or 
any  other  Pro/ecu fien  ag^inft  thtf&ur  ^fakers  abovo- 
named. 

Indeed,  Mr.  fVoodyere^  my  Curate,  unknown  to 
me,  did  carry  on  a  Profecutitm  againft  thefe  fmr 
^tfokers  in  the  EccUJiaflUal  Court  in  i/^a  :.  but  not 
tUl  after  Application  had  been  made  to  two  JiMees 
of  the  Peace.  Mr.  fVoodyere^  thoughhe  Was  a  te^ 
Man,  and  thought  himfelf  ill  uled  and  cheated  <by 
thefe  Ptople,  vet,  in  the  Inftance  before  iis»  con- 
fulted  the  1£m&  oAd  Convenience  of  the  SMfgrs : 
and,  with  that  view,  gpt  two  Juftices  of  tbePeaco  to 
come  over  to  Han/worth ;  whore,  after  Dinner,  theie 
four  fakers  were  fummoned  to  appear :  But  giving 
in  zfalfe  Account  of  their  TytbeSf  and  nfnfit^  to  fob- 
jnit  to  the  Determinatm  of  the  Jn/Hces  vr&ntf  ac- 
cording to  Mr.  Woodyerft  Demand,  h^  words 
arofc  %  and  thefe  fmr  fakers  uied  faimloQs  and 
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abuTivcLat^lUi^  to  Mr.  XFWjvrv,  wUch  pnmdced 
him  for  this  once  mly^ur-takt  the  Method  com- 
plained of. 

There  were,  at  the  fame  time,  in  my  Parifli,  four 
or  five  other  Families  oi'^i^ers,  more  honeft,  I  fup- 
poie,  and  lefs  tontntiout  \  who  quietly  fiAmitttd  to 
the  Dflcormination  of  the  Ji^ieeSf  and  with  whom 
Mr.  ffeothere  never  took  any  other  Method  f)f  up- 
covering  his  Dues  than  by  a  Warrant.  His  general 
way  was,  to  call  them  bdbre  the  yuftict  once  m  tbnr 
Years  t  as  he  did  any  of  the  rt/i  of  the  Pariihioaer^ 
who  were  either  negligent  in  niiuiiag  loiffi  in  ArRar« 
or  refilled  to  pay  ueir  Dues  t  and,  in  out  rcfpef^ 
.  he  made  no  D^HnUm  betwixt  the  Cburekmtm  and 
tiut^aktr. 

After  I  was  informed  of  this  PnJientiM  in  dwj^- 
ritual  Courty  and  enjoined  Mr.  ^mijurr  never  to 
take  tias  Coorfe  with  the  ^gakirs  for  the  foture,  be 
always  contented  himfelf  with  what  he  could  get  die 
other  way  :  and  my  prefent  Otratt  docs  the  lame. 
Laftly,  as  they  ^m  with  m  Eqithocaiun  at  leaft, 
as  to  the  rtal  Prolecutor,  fo  they  end  (  as  I  am  well 
informed }  with  a  notorious  Falfiood  in  regard  to  the 
Sam,  for  which  they  were  profecuttd.  This  they 
aflert  in  their  Cafe  to  be  not  above  12  d.  per  j^amm 
each.  But  the  contrary  to  this  can  be  plainly  proved 
in  refpeft  to  tl^ee  of  them,  viz,  Neiohdd^  Ha/lam^ 
and  MUneTi  and  that  tbeir  Tythes  amounted  in  the 
Year  to  mare.  Only  GrattmH  Does  that  Year,  by 
his  quitting  hii  Farm,  chanced  not  to  exceed  thtt 


S&  Jccaat  from  the  EceUfiafikal  Court  «— 

That  Cilatms  were  remmed,   and  IJbels  mrm 
againft  thele  four  Perfons,  but  nf>  for^her  Froceeo^. 

N  2  ■^tsatwMifc 


i 


Noduiig  heightens    the   bjuftke  of  a 
Cbargp  more,  than  the  fcrcenii^  k  under  a  fmrtid 
Repf^fentation  of  the  Thitffr  r  Aiid»  if  the  Zii^  Dean 
of  Peterborm^b  had  not  Ihred  to  tdl  m  die  «Mr 
^^rutb^  that  Part  of  it  wludi  the  %dbrf  had  ttld 
im  in  return  for  his  continued  Kindncfe  to  tfaea, 
auft  have  fiiftened  upon  him  the   fmf&iatm^  u 
ia&9  of  havin|(  been  die  fide  Pmmtirai  a  Pmfim^ 
4mf  bqpm  in  his  JVMir^bnt  without  hisiVn^ 
;asfoon  as  he  was  made  atqpiainfied  with  it»  *  kome^ 
.diateljr  A^ft  b]r  his  DirtStm.    This  is  gpest  UiAir* 
ne6 :  and  the  moit  fo^  becauie  from  AtfyA^fm- 
,fic0Sm  of  the  Ekdefi^kd  C^urt^  the  Reader  moft 
fuppofe  thai  Couri  to  have  been  0r(p«d!i^  pilled  V|ih 
on  %  the  ProfkuiBr  i  dioi^  in  reality,  the  P^- 
jiffi  j)n^2atf^^  had  before  r^ir^^  to  fiibmit  to  die  De- 
termination of  two  Jufiiies  of  Ptaet.    The  Bri^ 
Account  abounds  in  tbefe  clofe  guarded  Explauatiatu. 
It  is  the  Stile^  and  fuits  the  Pwrpofe  of  it.    For  dins 
,jt  takes  in  i iSo  Profecutions^  and,  at  the  fiune  dae, 
(belters  them  from  Euaminatiou  by   an   opamcal 
♦  Brevity. 


\ 


CASE    XVH; 
The  Qu  A  K  £  R  s  Charge. 

Page  i68,  169.  [G]  1722,  George  Dawsoi^ 
of  Marion  in  the  Weft- Riding  was  profecuted  in  the 
Eecleftaftical  Court  tor  Tithes  at  the  Suit  of  James 
Allifon  Vicar  of  Thornton. 

■  ■-    , 

91?  which  this  Note  [  G  ]  is  fu^oined. 

Qcorjge  Daw/on  was  committed  to  Prifon  on  the 
i|ft' of  the  Month  Bikd  May  1724,  by  Warrant 

from. 


^,  .•  .  .  f  . 
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from  Justices  of  the  Peace^  grounded  on  a  Cirtifi- 
cote  from  the  EceUfiafiical  Ctmrt^  and  continued  Pri- 
loner  above  a  Year^  for  a  Demand  of  1 3  x.  4  J.'  •  ^  * 


7%r  Answer  of  the  Reverend  Mr.  RrcHARDSOKf 
the  prefefU  Re£ior  of  Thornton  J  received  in  1738. 

I  have  been  but  ibree  jYears  ReSlor  of  Jiomion^ 
and  was  wholly  unacquaii^ted  with  the  Parifh  b^re 
diat  time:  It  is  now  eighteen  Years  fince  tUs  Suit  ink 
inftituted ;  and  feveral  of  the  Inhabitants,  who  oOttId 
formerly  have  given  a  dear  Account  of  this  Canje^  aiid 
of  the  Pregrefs  of  it,  are  either  dead,  removed  out 
of  the  Pariih,  or  have  forgot  it.  I  cannot  therefaro 
fpeak  fo  fiilly  to  the  Circumjtancei  of  the  Charge  as  I 
could  wifh,  thoi^h  I  have  fpared  no  Pains  to  exa- 
mine into  the  true  State  of  it. 

Mr.  AUenfon  [  not  AUifin  ]  was  twrnty-two  Yeart 
RiHor  of  TbanuoHy  from  1708  to  1730.  He  had 
the  entire  Love  of  his  Parifiioners  ;  and  his  Memory 
is  ftill  refpefted  by  them.  He  was,  in  his  Temper^ 
particularly  averfe  to  going  to  Law  ;  and,  during 
his  whole  Incumbency,  he  never  fued  any  one  Perfon 
but  this  Complainant.  He  had  feveral  other  fakers 
in  his  Parifh ;  and  there  are  many  Inftances  of  his 
Forbearance  towards  them,  and  ieveral  of  his  remit* 
ting  his  Demands  upon  them. — George  Daw/on^  the 
Perfon  profecuted,  was  remarkable  ( as  feme  of  my 
Parifhioners,  upon  their  perfonal  Knowledge  of  him, 
inform  me )  for  an  almoft  unexampled  Obftinacy, 
and  a  general  rude  Behaviour,  on  all  Occafions,  to* 
wards  Mr.  j^Uenfon^  often  accompanied  with  ill  Lan- 
guage. And  they  fuppofe,  that  it  muft  have  been 
m)m  fome  very  extraordinary  Provocation  of  this 
fort,  that  Mr.  Allenfon  was  moved  to  proceed  againft 
him— His  Demands  were  certainly  for  more  than  /i^c^^  \ 
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and  as  Mr.  AUitf/m  was  noc  much  convcrfimt  to  the 
Staiuie-Bpok^  fae  might  eafily  miflakt  the  y.  and  8.  of 
/^.  III.  Ch.  6.  for  the  ^fakirs  AS  q£  tht  fiupe 
Year,  and  fo  think  that  hb  Demands  were  mi 
cognizable  by  the  Jufiices  ^. 

fbe  jfcctmnifrom  the  EccUfia/Hcal  Court  is  asfoUawsl 

The  Dtel  in  this  Caufe  was  upon  the  ^MMr  of 
Eiw.  6,  for  Tythes  both  great  and  final],  for  die 
Years  17 19 — ao — ti — 22.  Dawjin  gave  his^te* 
fivirSf  and  confefled  four  Years  Tyibe-Hay  doe :  The 
^jfOHiiiy  he  admitted  was  ^xteen  Load  each  Year  1 
and  he  valued  it  at  4/.  a  Load.  He  confefled 
likewife,  that,  in  the  Year  1722,  he  had  180  Sia$ks 
of  Oaies ;  which  he  valued  at  Eight-pence  a  Sioak. 
A  Pleading  was  admitted  by  way  of  Defence  od  the 
Pare  of  Daw/on ;  but,  he  examining  no  Witnefles, 
they  went  to  Sentence  on  the  fakers  Anfwers  ; 
caking  both  the  ^antity  and  Price  of  the  Tythe  at 
Ins  own  Valuation.  The  Clergyman  took  alfo  the 
Jbort  Method  of  a  Certificate  to  the  Jufiices  of  Peace  ; 
and,  by  their  Warrant,  Daw/on  was  taken  up  and 
imprifoned.  But  there  happened  an  Error  in  draw- 
ing up  the  Certificztey  by  inferting  27.  H.  8,  which 
provides  for  Contempts  incurred  before  Sentence ;  in- 
dead  of  the  32.  of  //^  8,  which  gives  the  very  feme 

*  Mr.  Ricbardfin^  in  two  Letters  receired  from  him  in  A«* 
member  and  December  1740,  adds  ;  That  Mr.  Draie  (an  intimate 
Friend  of  Mr.  Allenfafs^  and  who  lived  with  him  during  the 
whole  time  that  this  Sait  was  depending )  hath  lately  informed 
liim,  that,  at  the  Requeft  of  Mr.  George  Myers^  a  rich  ^mhr  in 
that  Neighbourhood,  Mr.  AlUnJon  agreed  to  refer  the  Afiair  be- 
tween him  and  Dawfim  to  Mr.  Myers  himfelf,  not  doubting;  of  a 
joft  Determination  from  him.  But,  in  the  End,  Mr.  Allenfin  had 
no  Confideration  at  all,  either  for  his  Tytbts  er  Cbstrges^  uA  loft 
thirty  Pounds  by  Dawfin. 

Remedy 
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Reimdy  bf  Ctmtimj^s  tf^it  SefiMfice»  mhkh  ^fiereoot 
provided  for  by  die  firjt  Statute.  And  that  was^die 
preibic  Cafe.  The  Proceedings  wete  fent  to  To«ni» 
and  laid  before  Council^  and  this  Miftake  was  foon 
difcovered.  And,  upon  Application  made  to  the 
Juftices,  by  whofe  Warrant  the  Man  was  committed^ 
he  was  immediately  difcharged. 

It  is  remarkable,  that,  in  the  wording  of ,  the 
Narrative  of  this  Profecution^  die  ^ttkers  drop 
dieir  favourite  Term  Farfin^  whidi  compit- 
iiends  both  R^w  and  Vicar^  and  ftile  Mr.  ijff- 
Un^m  Vicar ^  who  was  ReRwr  of  tbomttm.  There 
is  an  obvious  Reafon  for  committing  tins  Mi- 
ftake ;  and  idDit^aker%  beft  know  whether  it  was 
that  Reafon.  The  Demands  of  a  Vxcar  could  be 
only  for  Small  Tjftbesj  and  might  be  Idippofed  not  to 
CKeed  13  /.  41^  the  Sum  fpecified  in  the  Noti.  Now 
this  is  certainly  fidle  according  to  the  ^aker^s  Ai^ 
fwtr  delivered  in  upon  hhjwmn  AJffirmaikm:  For, 
taking  the  Qdantities  of  Cbm  and  Hay,  confefled 
hj  him,  at  the  Under-raie  *  to  which  he  finks  them  \ 
the  Tydie  amounts  to  one  Pound  fevenieen  SbHUf^s 
and  Ejgbt-pence.  Nothing  tan  be  a  ftronger  Evi* 
dente  of  Mr.  Alknpnf^  Willingneis  to  fhorten  tb^ 
Spit,  and  prevertt  further  Expences,  than  his  Acc^ 
fiance  of  die  fakers  own  Computation  both  as  to  mt 
SismUty  and  Value^  when  the  Vahie  fet  by^  hiHk 
was  litde  more  than  half.  Upon  the  Face  of  die 
Sxtraffs  from  the  EccUfi^ical  Courts  it  feems  cieai^, 

f  Mr.  Mkhdr^  fiiys,  in  OQCof  hii  late  Letters,   tfaitin 

-Ommi^  ( k  which  Diarid  AirMMr  R.  lies)  in  the  din^ 

Yeatiy  a  StmJk  c(  OsUit  »  never  imder  mtSMiiminm  t.L§^ 

.  of  Hisxi  leckomng  Ctycuty  Sione  to  the  J^ad^  unwrjivm  Skl* 
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thit  die  MtUve  which  detaniinod  Mr.  Mmfm  m 
-fir  die  i^fftfiarr  there,  iru  bccanfe  he  coald  nor  Mbr- 
w^  aibenaun  die  ^uamity  of  die  Tydie  fafaftnAEd. 

CASE    XVIIL 

Tif  Qjj  A  K  s  R  s  Charge. 

f  '  * 

Kige  169—1723.  Thomas  Holmes  nf  TkfOm 
WIS  prdecutedin  the  Exd>iqu€r^  at  die  Suit  of  y§bm 
Afi  Cuiate  of  TkiUm. 


^Cbi  Ahswbr  tf  s  Hi^Utmrvf  GaOlimsm   im  ike 

Canmafim  of  Peace. 

I  have  made  the  beft  Enquiry  I  cook)  aboot  dio 
Csfe  of  ^Cbamas  Holmes  of  Denton^  and  find  diorc 
was  a  Profeanion  about  the  Year  1723,  in  the  £jr- 
^bequer^  by  Mr.  JJb  againft  ^tbomas  Hdnus^  Jebm 
Harrifon^  and  feveral  other  of  the  late  Mr.  HkHfitf% 
Tenants  (  none  of  which  were  fakers  but  Hohus  ) 
and  againft  the  late  Mr.  Abet/on  hinifelf,  for  denviog 
10  pay  the  Curate  h'ls  Stipend.  I  am  informed  J>y 
Mr.  Humfreys^  the  prelent  Vicar  of  Oth^^  and  for- 
merly Curate  of  DentoHy  that  this  Stipend  was  paid  hf 
every  tenant  vfk  Proportion  to  his  Farm  ;  and  that  it 
had  beoi  fo  paid,  time  immemorial.  He  likewile 
tells  me^  that^  in  Arcbbi/hop  Dawe/s  Time,  there 
was  a  CommJJion  direded  to  himfelf  and  ^e  od)ers,tb 
enquire  into  the  Value  of  the  Curacies  in  this  Nei^- 
bourhood :  and  he  remembers,  the  Return  they  madOt 
as  to  Denton^  was ;  that,  for  time  immemorial,  diere 
had  bera  paid  to  the  Curate  by  the  Tenants  20  /•  fer 
Anmtm^  in  Proportion  to  dieir  Farms. 

Tkit 
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The  laft  Market-day  at  OtUy^  I  employed  eno 
of  my  Ne^bbeursy  a  fenftble  Msm,  to  meet  Holmes 
there,  and  afk  him  fome  ^eftiom  about  the  Suit. 
And  he  tells  me,  that  Holmes  does  not  pretend  the 
Suit  any  ways  related  to  Small  Tytbti,  but  laid  ic 
refpeAed  the  Curate's  Stipendaciy :  which  being  railed 
amonglt  the  Tenants  by  way  oi  AJfeJfmerUy  at  Vi  much 
an  Acre,  he  acknowledged  this  was  no  Sjiaitt*s 
Sttitt  as  he  called  it. 

I  am  likewife  informed,  that  the  Denial  of  the 
Tenants  to  pay  Mr.  AJh*s  Salary^  was  occafioned  bj 
the  late  Mr.  Abet/cn.  But,  notwithftandlng  his  Or* 
ders,  moft  of  them  fubmitttd.  Holmes  in  particular, 
after  the  Suit  had  been  depending  fome  time,  findii^ 
it  would  be  an  expcnfive  one,  got  Mr.  AJh's  Mtor- 
ney,  who  was  his  near  Relation,  to  make  up  the 
Matter  for  him  with  Mr.  Alh.  But  the  Caufe  went 
on  after  that  againft  Mr.  Bbetfon,  John  Harrifan.,  and 
one  Wade^  and  they  had  a  Commtflion  at  Bkley  up- 
on it ;  a  little  afixr  which,  I  am  told,  Mr.  4fl>  S°' 
the  Curacy  of  Baildoitt  and  refigned  Dentottt  which 
put  an  end  to  the  Suit. 

The  Actountfrtm  the  Exchequer  ts^^ 

That,  upon  the  ftrtdeft  Search,  no  Bill  appeara 
to  have  been  filed  there  by  Mr.  A0  Curate  of  Doh 
ton,  ^inft  Thomas  Holmes. 


It  is  not  material,  in  this  Cafe,  whether  any  Bill 
was  filed  agaJnlt  JloiHas  IMmes  or  not ;  when  it  is 
evident,  from  the  Nature  of  the  Payment  demanded 
by  the  Curate^  of  him  and  the  reft  of  Mr.  Jbbetjafs 
Tenants,  that  it  was  not  recoverable  by  the  Juftices 
•f  Ptact.  Befidcs',  whatever  the  Nature  )rf  the 
O  Demands 
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Demands  was ,  the  Jufticis  could  take  lio  Cogoi* 
2ance  of  the  Cauie^  when  the  Tuk  wai  M^Hmted 
by  Peiibns  who  were  not  fakers ;  and  Jmm^^  tbe 
only  ^akerzmong^  them,  acknowledges  dlis  was  no 
Quaker-Suit :  Indeed  it  is  plain  he  thought  fo  at  die 
time,  by  his  getting  Mr.  jlji^s  Attorney  to  make 
up  the  Matter  for  him  with  Mr.  JJb.  If  Hohna  vol 
this  aded  by  the  Advice  of  his  London  Friends»  and 
fairly  acquainted  them  with  the  Circumftaooea  of. 
the  Cafe,  they  have  wilfiilly  endeavoured  to  deceive 
die  Public,  by  inferting  it  in  their  Brief  Accmmi.  It 
they  were  themfelves  mifled  by  any  wrong  Rttxe* 
ientation  of  Holmes j  it  is  an  Inftance  how  fiifpiooua 
we  ought  to  be  of  the  AHmoirs  of  the  Perjbns  fn^ 
feeuted. 

CASE    XIX. 
I'be  Qjj  A  K  E  R  s  Charge. 

Page  169 — 1726. ,  Timothy  Hudsok  of  Tork 
was  profecuted  in  the  Ecclefiaftical  Court  for  Tithes 
of  Land  in  Clifton^  at  the  Suit  of  John  Kmght  Pricft 
of  Belfreys  in  the  City  of  Tork, 

7be  Answer  of  tbe  Reverend  Mr.  William  Kkight 
Curaie  of  St.  Michael  le  Belfreys  in  tbe  City  of 
York,  received  in  1738.  • 

I  never  did  profccute  Jimofhy  Hudjbn  of  Tork  for 
Tythe  of  Land  in  Clifton^  in  the  EccleftajHcal  Couri 
at  lork ;  but  I  did  commence  a  Suit  againft  one 
Peter  Harland^  who  was  not  a  ^Oaker^  for  Ty  thcs  in 

?  Mr.  gjtigh  is  fiacf  dead.  I 

1  kind 

\ 
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kind  of  Land  in  the  Farilh  of  St.  Mcbaei  U  Btl- 
freyt  neir  Clifton  \  in  which  Caufe  the  BigU  of 
Tythes  was  the  main  Point  in  Dijpute  i  viz.  Whe- 
ther the  Lands,  upon  which  the  Gt>p  grew,  were 
exempted  from  the  Payment  of  Tythes  or  not  :  And 
the  A&/tw,  which  induced  me  to  carry  the  Cauft  into 
that  Court,  was  to  oblige  the  Defendant  to  produce 
his  TifZr,  upon  which  he  claimed  fuch  Exemption, 

The  Ciufe  was  begun  by  me  in  the  Court  of  the 
Dean  and  Cbapterj  as  X^eflce  under  that  Body ;  and 
it  was  afterwards  revived  in  the  Confijlory-Cotirt  \ 
where  I  obtained  a  Deeree  for  the  Tythes  ;  the  Exe- 
cution of  which  Decree  or  Soitence  was  (lopped  by 
an  Jnjun&ioncoL  of  the  Court  of  Exchequer ^  where  a 
Bill  was  filed  againfl  me,  to  which  I  put  in  an  An- 
fwer ;  and,  fince  that,  there  have  been  no  further  Pro- 
ceedings. 

72v  Account  from  the  Eccleftafiieal  Court  is  asfiSt?ws, 

This  Caufe  of  ITilIiam  Kjtigbt  Clerk,  aguhft  Peter 
Harland  of  the  Parifh  of  St.  Sampjin  in  the  City 
of  Torii  and  JurifdiAion  of  the  Dean  and  Cbt^ter 
of  Tork,  for  Subftraftion  of  Tythes,  was  begun  on 
the  firft  Courc-Day  of  AScbaelmas-Term  1725,  and 
was  inftituted  in  the  Dean  and  Chapter's  Onirti 
for,  as  the  Tythes  fued  for  grew  in  the  Parifh  of 
St.  AGehael  le  Belfrtys  within  the  laid  Jurifdi^n,  the 
Caufe  could  not  be  origin^y  tried  in  any  ether  Ec-, 
dcfiaftical  Court. 

Mr.  lOagiat  in  the  Libel,  fues  as  Lord^  Otvuvr,  or 
Parmer  of  the  Tythes  within  the  Reftory  of  Bd^ 
freys,  pleads  the  2.  and  3.  of  Ed.  6,  feta  forth,  ttuc 
Harland  had  Hay  within  the  faid  Parifh  in  the  Yean 
1723,  1724,  ai^  i7^5>  and  that  Harlandhad  noe 
paid  iiis  Tythe. 

O  2  Harland, 


« 

Hdrlanij  in  his  Anfwer,  abfdutdy  iemes  Mr. 
Krtigbfs  Tuk  to  the  7y/ib^  in  queftitm  \  admits  that  he 
had  Hay,  for  which  he  had  paid  no  Tytbe,  not  be- 
lieving Mr.  Knight  had  any  Rigla  thereto. 

The  Canfe  went  on,  and  Ploidings  were  given  on 
both  Sides. 

On  the  22dof  June  1727,  the  Caufe  was  revived 
in  the  Confiftm-y-Cmirt^  by  reafon  of  the  ArMift»f% 
Primary  Vifitatum^  againft  EUzabeib  Harlandj  Wi- 
dow erf*  the  laid  Peier  Harhnd  deceafed  ;  and  on  the 
nth  of  April  1728,  the  Chancellor  gave  Sentence  in 
&vour  of  Mr.  Knighty  and  condemned  HarUmd  to 
pay  double  the  Value  of  the  Tythes.  May  x6. 
1728,  a  Monition  was  decreed  againft  Harlmd  to 
pay  the  Cojis  taxed^  being  23/.  y s.  zdi  and  die 
1 8th  of  July  following,  Harland  was  decreed  excom* 
municate  for  Non-payment  of  Cofts. 

This  is  the  laft  Entry  found  in  this  Caufe  *• 


It  is  now  evident  beyond  Contradidion  who  was 
the  Perfon  frofecuted  by  Mr.  Knight  in  that  very 
Caufe,  wherein  the  Brief  Account  names  Timotiy 
Hudfon  only,  as  the  Perfon  fo  frofecuted. 

And  the  two  following  Certificates^  one  figned  by 
Timothy  Hudfon  himfelf,  and  the  other  figned  by 
Dr.  Brathwaity  an  Advocate  in  the  Court  of  Tork^ 
and  Robert  Jubb  Deputy- Regifter  of  that  Courts  will 

.  •  Mr  JM  the  Dcputy-Rcgifter,  who  tranfmittcd  the  above 
Extra^s,  fays  ^rther,  That  Hudfim%  Name  is  not  once  men- 
tioned in  the  whole  Proceedings;  and  that,  to  his  Knowledge, 
the  Charges  due  to  Mr.  Clapbamy  Harlanitt  Prodor,  were  not 
paid  till  aboat  fbar  Years  fince ;  and  were  then  paid  by  the  Cmt- 
trihution  of  the  Land  holders  in  Clifton^  who  entered  into  a  Com' 
hination  to  defend  this  Caufe  againft  Mr.  Knight ;  and  who,  at 
ihxAT joint  Expencc,  afterwards  carried  it  into  the  Exchequer. 

make 
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make  it  as  evident,  that  Timothy  Hudfin  was  not  the 
Perfon  prefecuted  by  Mr.  Kmgbt. 

nt  Certificate  ^£ned  hj  Timothy  Hudfon. 

Whereas  the  ^takers  have  printed  a  Cafe,  fctting 
forth  a  Profeait'wn  of  Tmotby  Hudfon  for  Tythes  in 
the  Parilh  of  Saint  Michiiel  Belfreys  in  the  City  of 
Totkt  by  H^liam  Knight  Clerk  i  ihefe  are  to  certify^ 
that  what  was  iiy  themfo  fct  forth,  was  done  without 
my  KnowU^e  or  Confent.  Wimefs  my  Hand  this 
twelfth  Day  of  November  1740. 

Timotby  Ib^, 


^he  Certificate /^»tf<J  hj  Dr.  Brathwait  and  Mr,  Jubb, 
at  York,  November  25.  1 740. 

Tanetbf  Hudfon  of  Tork  a  ^aker  bnng  in  Cbm* 
pany  with  ui,  who&  Names  are  uadtr-writtatf  and 
being,  <m  the  iaid  Day,  aflced  fcvenl  Queftiooi  re- 
lating to  a  Cafe  printed  by  the  ^aktrSy  ax  their 
Bri^  Account  ^  feveraltf  the  PnftaUiau  ^tbe  Pet- 
pie  called  fakers-,  fctting  forth,  chat  in  the  Year 
1726,  t\iRfaid  Timetby- Hudfon  was  profecuted  in  the 
Ecdejiafiical  Court  for  Tythes  of  Lai)d  in  CA^ftw^ 
at  ttie  Stuc  of  Mr.  Knight  Minifter  of  Rdfreys  in  the 
City  of  Torky  faid, — That  the  faid  Prcfecution  wat 
againft  Peter  Harland  who  &rmed  Lands  of  tbt 
laid  Timtabrf  Hudfon  at  Clifton,  and  that  the  faid  Suit 
was  defended  by  die  laid  Ttmothf  Hudfon^  Sir  fT^ 
liam  RoUii^t  Metcalfe  RaiwifoH  Elqi  L^iutri 
Tbempfon  Elqi  and  feveral  other  Owners  of  Land 
in  Clifton,  who  entered  into  Bond  for  that  purpole. 
The  faid  Tmttln  Hudfon  then  hinher  declared,— > 
That  what  the  fakers  had  printed  relating  R)  the 

f" 
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/aid  Profecutim,  was  without  Us  Privity  and  Cmfem^ 
and  that  he  had  been  t^gted  by  one  oi  them  to  Jgm  m 
Paper^  to  jufiify  wbu  they  had  ptM/bed  rek^nff  to 
the  faid  Ptolecution,  but  that  he  abJUutdy  r^jt^  to 
Jim  any  Paper  to  ii>e  Purpofi^  and  hUmed  the 
^jfokers  for  what  thejr  had  done. 

The  Subftance  ot  which  Converfation  was  item 
reduced  into  fTritimr^  and  read  to  the  fitid  fiwtaUn 
Hudfon;  and  was  alio  read  ty  the  iaid  fimoiby  Hud- 
fiu^  who  laid  that  the  Coitf^/i  thereof  were /rvr. 

Mark  Bratbwait  LL.  D. 
Advocate  in  the  Court 
q£  fork. 

Robert  Jubh  Deputy-Re- 
gifter  of  the  Court  of 

rork. 

Timothy  Hudfon  hath  aded  an  open,  honeft  Part, 
and  let  the  Public  into  a  very  important  Secret,  by 
declaring  how  dark  a  Pradice  hath  been  made  ufe 
of  by  one  Quaker  at  leaft,  in  order  to  juftify  the 
Brief  Account.  Whether  the  ^ak/er^  who  tampered 
with  ^motiy  Hudfon^  did  fo  tamper  with  him  by  the 
DireHion  of  the  leading  fakers  above^  or  not,  be 
can  beft  tell :  But  upon  either  Suppofition  it  was  cer- 
tainly a  wicked  Attempt,  to  alk  a  A£an  to  juftify 
under  his  Hand  a  falfe  FaH  publiihed  concerning 
that  very  Man  without  his  Knowledge,  and  which 
that  very  Man  knew  to  be  falfe. 

May  not  the  Clergy  here  juftly  call  upon  ths 
fakers  in  fome  of  their  own  Words  *,  to  make  a 
candid^  puhlick  and  penitent  Acknowledgment  of  the  com-^ 

plicated 

*  See  a  Vindication  of  the  Brief  Aceounf^  &c.  id  anfv^er  to  a 
late  Examination  thereof,  on  behalf  of  the  Clergy  of  the  Dioccfe 

of 
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plicated  Faljhoed  of  thisChargei  m  to  give  plaia  Md 
cUar  Proofs  that,this  Profeeutioti^  as  fee  down  in  die 
Bri^  Account^  i*  true  ;  notwithftanding  what  Mr. 
Kmgbt  the  Pro^cutor  hath  affirmed,  what  the  £y- 
trt^s  of  the  CmJiftory-CoHrt  have  fiiUy  proved* 
what  fmotby  Hudfen  himfelf  hath  certified  and  de- 
clared, and  what  tm>  other  Perfins  luve  ctrtifed 
that  they  heard  ^hMfy  Ihidfen  declare  to  the  cout 
trary. 


CASE    XX. 

'The  Q^  A  E  E  R  8  Charge. 

Page  169.  i728>    Williau  Lister  of  ^^/rjff 

in  the  fVeft-Ridtng^  was  profecuted  in  the  Ecclefiafit- 
eal  Court,  and  excommunicated,  at  the  Suit  of  &»• 
janin  Ferrand  Warden,  for  a  Qiurch-Rate,  ( fo  cal- 
kd )  and  for  Obventions  or  Oblations  denianded  \xf 
^imas  Ferrottd  Prieft  of  Bindley. 

fbe  Answer  of  the  Reverend  JWr.  Fkrrahd  Vicar  ^ 
Bingley,  received  in  July  1737.  * 

I  have  endeavotired  to  recollcA  the  Circumftances 
of  this  Cafe  by  qdhfulting  my  Papers  i  and  the  fol* 

of  LiehfitU  and  Ctvtntrf,  p.  4,  wbere  there  u  thii  Pjngnph, 
which  defemi  to  be  ^oocea  at  length,  for  ihcfiurriloui  Amganit 
of  it.li.  —  *'  Bar  feen^  thole  Afpofioiu,  Charges,  Impuuiiom. 
"  are  no  other  than  the  plun  and  natnnl  Confctjuencca  of  [he 
"  FaAt  related,  the  Perioni  concened  can  never  acquit  them- 
'  felvet  with  Honour,  without  eidier  malting  a  tandii,  fuhlkk 
•       ■-•--■       •  '       /  of  the  Truih  of  ihofc  Faaj,  or 


*'  which  leemi  beneath  the  Hiunility  of  the  Qeigy  •  and  the  lu- 
•*  ter  ii  above  their  Powier."  "  _  •  .  . 

*-!Mr.Arra*/u        Odcad.         *'\  . 


f 
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lowing  is  a  true  Aocoanc  of  Ac  abare  Cbnpluot  of 
ITdUam  Li^  €^  AhTcmn. 

ffllUam  L^er  was  czcomintiniaan]  10  Sefiemiket 
17239  at  fbt  Susi  of  Btfijamm  Ferrawi  Efq;  Choidi* 
Waiden^  for  rtfufing  to  pay  hb  Share  of  rbe  Cbmrd^ 
RgU  for  the  Lands  then  bjr  htm  poflcftd :  winch 
maft  have  been  then  very  confiderable,  he  hs^ring, 
at  that  dme^  ftmr  ox  five  Farms  in  his  OooapmxHk. 
But  the  Suit  ended  wtth  the  Excommunication  %  b» 
Writ  being  fued  out  upon  it.  And  Mr.  DAJm^ 
who  was  then  alfo  Church-Wardeny  believes,  as  I  do» 
that  the  Parilh  loft  the  Money  due  from  William 
IJficr. 

But  that  the  Pro/icutiofi,  or  any  Part  of  it,  was 
for  ObvefUions  or  Oblations  demanded  by  Homms  Fer^ 
rand  Prieft  of  BingUyy  is  direftly  and  pofitively  fidfe. 
For  I  never  yet  fued  any  ^aker  in  the  EcckJraJUcal 
Court ;  being  apprehenfive,  thoie  of  that  SeA  would 
rather  fuffer  Imprifonment^  than  pay  the  fmall  Sums 
due  to  me  :  fo  I  rather  chofe  to  profecute  them  be- 
fore two  Juftices  of  the  Peace.  They  arc  at  prelbit 
ten  Years  in  Arrear  to  me.  It  is  a  poor  Caufe, 
which  mud  be  fupported  by  Ueiji  And,  as  WUliam 
Ufter  is  faid  to  be  a  fort  of  Superintendant  of  the 
fakers  in  this  Country,  it  is  probable  there  may  be 
mare  Cafes  of  the  fame  Stamp.  However,  the  a- 
bove-recited  Cafe^  may  be  depended  upon  for 
Truth. 


?2v  Account  from  the  EccUfiafiieal  Court  is* 
That  there  are  no  Footfteps  of  fuch  a  Caufe. 


What  Mr.  Ferrand  mentions  as  probable^  that  therm 
may  be  more  Cafes  in  the  County  of  Tork  of  the 

£une 


t  W5J 

iame  Stamp  with  his  otM^  is  teHjtedhf  A^li  fbf 
ia  going  oim^  the  preceding  utetmr  OSk^  wt 
have  found /f;r  others  of  this  Clafi,  or  reducible  ttf 
it»  as  being  either  eifoluti  FiSions^  or  laid  in  a 
wrvtg  Cmtrt^  or  imputed  to  a  wrotig  Pn/kiOar^. 

Such  Difcoveries  made  in  fo  fmall  a  Fart  of  thS 
Quakers  Book^  muft  dirow  a  general  wdl-grounded 
Sufpdon  upon  all  die  umxamiMed  Cafes^  at  kaft^ 
upon  aU  fuch  Cafes  as  zxtfimlar  to  this^  or,  otheiv 
wife,  of  a  doubtful  Afpeft,  or  oppofed  by  coutrar^ 
Evidence.  In  this  refpeft,  the  2>^^^  of  the  C^bj)^ 
of  die  Diocrfe  of  Tark^  as  it  llafis  the  RgputoHm  dt 
their  Accufos,  is,  virtually^  a  Deftua  of  the  Ckr0 
of  Another  Dhc^^  and  of  the  Laiiy  too,  lb  faf 
as  ibejf  are  involv^  in  the  iame  conunon  Arai^ 
ladon. 


CASE  xxr. 

7be  Q^  A  R  £  It  8  Cbargtk 

Page  169.  [H]  1728.  William  Stoclttoii 
t^  Fdrudale  was  proiecuted  in  the  Eucbtquir  tot 
Tidies,  at  die  Suit  of  Ijrilr  Jivi^iSr  Parfoo  d  JJfiu^ 


The  Paribo^s  Demand  on  StocktM  was  5A  Ibf 
Hthes  for  abort  eighteen  Tears  paft,  and  a  Mortua^ 
ry  I  but  afterwards  he  dropt  his  &ik»  and  took  hif 
Demand  by  Juftioes^s  Warrant. 

*  See  Cafe  5»  6»  1 1»  ii,  19*  jhJ  if  to  tfcefe  we  sdd  dit 
CA  ofSwitkti  the  Tythe^rarmef »  mentioned  by  Mr,  Smr  i&  hii 
Mbm  toA^  }%  that  wtUbe>m  of  tkiifot. 
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fbe  Answer  of  the  Reverend  Mr.  Luke  Smilt 

Vicar  of  Laftingham. 

The  following  is  a  full  and  true  Account  of  my 
Proceedings  with  William  Stockton  my  Pariihioner, 
the  Perfon  fct  down  as  profecuted  by  me  in  the 
Excbefuer.     Upon  the  Death  of  John  Stockton^   his 
Uncle,  to  whom  he  was  either  Executor  or  Admimi' 
ftrator^  a  Mortuary  became  due  to  me,  for  which  I 
nuule  frequent  Demands,  but  was  always  denied  Pay- 
ment.    The  laft  Demand  I  made  he  plainly  told  me,  • 
he  fuejlioned  my  Right  to  the  Mortuary ;  and  neither 
could,  nor  would  pay  it.     As  I  had  never  received 
suiy  thing  from  his  Uncle  or  bimfelf  fince  my  Induc- 
tion into  the  Vicarage  in  1709,  I  thought  myfelf 
hardly  dealt  with,  and  that  I  ought  not  thus  to  fuf- 
fer  the  Rights  of  the  Church  to  be  loft. 

He  lived  at  about  four  Miles  diftance  from  me ;  lb 
that  I  could  not  poflibly  come  to  the  Knowledge  of 
his  other  Tythes :  For  this  Reafon,  I  ordered  a  Bill 
to  be  filed  againft  him  in  the  Exchequer.  This  a- 
larmed  him,  and  the  reft  of  the  fakers  ;  and  they 
writ  to  London  about  it.  Upon  this,  I  had  ftvcnl 
Conferences  with  them  here  ;  and  they  communicated 
to  me  a  Letter^  which  they  had  received  from  their 
London- Friends^  wherein  it  was  expreffed  :  That  it 
was  their  Opinion  that  the  Prieji  would  recover  it  by 
Law^  and  if  he  could  be  prevailed  upon  to  take  eajier 
Methods^  it  would  be  better.  To  this  I  confented  ; 
and,  accordingly,  made  my  Application  to  the 
Jujiices.  JVHUam  Stockton  went  with  me  as  my  In- 
former ;  and  being  aflced,  how  much  he  was  indebted 
to  me  ?  anfwered,  5/.  And  the  Jujiices^  upon  Us 
Valuation,  gave  me  a  Warrant  of  Diftrels  for  the 
(aid  Sum. 

I  have  now  feveral  fakers  in  good  Circum- 
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ftances  refiding  in  my  Parifh;  who  were  in  it, 
when  I  firft  became  Vicar  in  1709,  upon  whom  I 
could  make  large  Demands,  but  never  gave  them  the 
lead  Trouble  or  Difturbance  *. 


ne  Account  from  the  Records  of  the  Exchequer  is^^ 

That  in  MkbaelmaS'Termy  2.  Geo.  I.  a  BUI  was 
filed  by  Luke  Smelt  againft  William  Stockton^  for  a 
Difcovery  of  fmall  Tythes  and  their  Value*  The 
Caufe  proceeded  no  &rther. 

■ 

Let  the  Reader  judge  from  Mr.  Smdfs  Anfwer, 
whether  the  Narrative  of  his  Profecution  of  ff^iam 
Stockton 9  as  (et  down  in  the  Brief  Account j  be,  (what 
the  fakers  afTert  all  their  Accounts  to  be )  reaUy 
plain  and  boneft  like  their  Profeffion.  But  there  are 
other  Particulars,  not  taken  notice  of  by  Mr.  Smelt ^ 
which  it  may  be  worth  while  to  beflow  Ibme  Remarks 
upon,  as  tending  to  let  not  only  this  Traniadion  in' 
a  clearer  Light,  but  alio  to  illuftrate  a  PoiM  kfi  no* 
ticedj  and  more  important. 

In  thtxNote  then  it  is  obierved,  that  the  Farfoife  - 
Demand  was  for  5  /.  for  Tythes  for  above  eighteen  Tears 
pajlj  and  a  Mortuary.  This,  as  it  is  ezpreflfed,  muft 
lead  any  one  to  conclude,  that  the  Demand  was 
made  for  the  Sum  antecedent  to  the  FiUntg  of  die  BUI  i 
whereas,  the  very  Reafon  of  filing  the  Bill,  (which, 

*  Mr.  Smelt  in  a  Letter  dated  NovewAtr  ly.  1740,  fayi,  I  have 
not  home  to  this  time  received  any  of  my  Dues  fiom  Willimm 
StocAimtf  or  any  of  the  other  ^uahrs  in  my  Parifi.  Thb  gives 
neat  Offence  to  the  reft  of  my  ^Pari0nmtrt^  who  are  rtiOf  to 
declare,  that  the  greateft  Part  of  them  will  torn  ^uahrs  to  be 
exempted  from  paying  their  Dues.  WilHam  Sttektm  now  denies 
he  had  any  fach  Letter  as  I  mentioned  in  my  AnfuMr  to  this  CsUe 
in  1738,  though  he  read  it  to  me :  And  I  will  atteft  the  Truth  of 
what  I  then  writ  to  you,  upon  Oath, 
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by  the  Records,  a^qpcars  to  be  a  Bill  i£  Difcmmy^ 
was,  that  Mr.  Smett  did  not  know  what  Demand  » 
maJce  ;  and,  befides  this,  that  the  ^pJur  fK^tasffni 
bis  lUgbt  to  the  Mortuary.  It  appears  too,  tteit,  at 
]aft,  Mn  SmeU  was  fo  good*natuitd,  and  (ho^gly 
difpofed  to  bring  the  Matter  to  a  (hort  amicabb 
Cjoodufion,  that  lie  took  the  Sum  of  5  /•  upon  die 
^aker^s  own  Valuatim.  In  return  for  this  hunoane 
friendly  Treatment,  he  is  inferted  in  the  Bruf  Ac^ 
€mM  \  Which,  of  itfelf,  marks  him  out  as  a  veitaH* 
mu  ProfecMtor.  Indeed  the  fakers  do  tdl  us,  that 
be  took  his  Demand  afterwards  by  Julias  IFsr^ 
rant  I  but,  accordii^  to  tbem^  this  Circumftanoe, 
though  it  may  qualify  the  Severity  of  the  Cliarge, 
doth  not  take  off  die  general  hnfutatm  of  M^riU^ 
implied  in  the  Jirft  Step«  For,  m  one  of  their  Rcr 
plies  *,  they  have  roundly  affirmed^  *^  That  feme 
^<  of  the  Clergy's  taking  their  Demands  by  a 
*<  Juftice*s  Warrant,  after  having  begun  Suits  m  a 
<^  Court  of  Law,  is  a  certain  Proof  that  they  might 
^^  have  done  fo  before/*  Now,  what  is  thus  confi* 
dendy  affirmed^  is  contrary  to  matter  of  Fa&  in  this 
Cafe  before  us.  For,  till  Mr.  Smelt  filed  his  Bill  of 
J)iJcovery^  and  fFslliam  Stockton  had  been  inflru&eibj 
his  London- Friends^  he  would  difcover  nothing,  and 
fuefiioned  the  Right  to  the  Mortuary. 

But  this  InftruBion  to  H^Uiam  Stockton  is  more  bh 
Jlntllive  than  the  ^tr^i^^rjLintcnded  it  fhould  be,  and 
opens  to  us  a  Myfiery^  which  they  labour  to  keep 
quite  out  of  light,  their  political  Management  of 
Confdtnce^  in  the  Matter  of  fytbes.  The  Stile  of  this 
Inftruffion^  which  was  penn'd  in  or  about  the  Year 
1728,  is  almoft  dire£Uy  oppofite  to  the  Stile  of  tho 

*  See  the  Vindication  of  the  Brief  Jcc$uni  in  anfwer  to  the 
Examination  of  it,  on  behalf  pf  the  Clergy  pf  the  Piocefe  ^ 
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gmMlE0i«t&ntin  the  Yean  1731,  1734,  1733, 
1734,  1735»  from  the  anmai  Meetij^!  of  the  fa- 
kers in  Londim,  to  their  difiata  JFHenJs. 

We  fee,  it  was  the  Opinion  of  ff^lliam  Stochotfi 
Lonien  Friends^  in  1728,  **  That  the  Par/m  would 
**  recover  his  Demands  by  Law  i  and,  if  he  could 
**  be  prevailed  upon  to  ta&e  eafier  A&itkisj  it  would 

**  be  better," This  is  advifing  him  to  find  out 

fome  way  of  cttdin^  a  Difpute,  i}m  inuft  go  againft 
him,  and  expofe  him  mfiiferb^  :  tjiat  is,  it  is  ad- 
vilitip  hhn  to  avoid  fufferh^t  '«  kc  coald  decently 
get  nd  (^  the  Dtjpute. 

But,  foon  after  ibis  Period,  the  PeS^  of  the  SeS 
took  quite  a  new  Turn  1  and  the  Scbeme  of  fifferitig 
was  adopted,  and  refolved  upon,  as  moft  Vkclj  to 
fumith  out  Materials  for  Clamour.  For  by  that' 
means,  having  firft  dextroufly  excited  the  puMic  Pity, 
they  might  literally  make  Merchandize  rf  their  Stf- 
/erjngs\  and,  under  the  Colour  (/mere  Compaflion, 
not  only  be  relieved  from  Hard^Sy  which  tt  was 
in  their  own  Power  not  to  have  uncfagone  ;  but  alio, 
by  this  indireA  Application,  obtain  a  farther  Pur- 
ptjiy  which  they  could  never  hope  to  carry  openly, 
upon  the  general  Reajbn  or  Expediency  of  the  Thing, 
the  Purple  being,  in  itfelf,  plainly  unrea/otiahk  and 
inexpedient. 

Accordii^ly,  the  EpifiUst  above  referred  to,  from 
1731  to  1735  inclufive,  recommend  to  the  fevcral 
^arterty  ana  monthly  Meetings  of  Friends  and  Bre' 
tbren  in  Great  BritKin^  Ireland^  and  elfewhere  •, 
**  with  an  eameft  Travail  and  Concern  of  Mind,  to 
**  ftand  faithiul  in  that  their  Antient  and  Chriftian 

**  Teftimony  uainft  Tythes  of  all  Kinds And 

**  where  any  Friends  are  found  weak  and  deficienc 

*  Sen  the  ExtniAi  ftom  the  JtxAj  Epiftlea,  tft.  in  a  OrlWHwi 
•f  Papen  nbdiig  » the  ^ofrri  Tj'che-Btil. 


«<  therein,  to  deal  with  fuch  in  the  Spirit  of  Ixyre 

^^  and  Wifdom ^^  And  whereas  this  Meeting  ob- 

^<  fenres  a  Remiflhels  in  ifbme  Places  in  itTpea  to 
««  tbis  Teftiniony  againft  that  And-Qiriftian  Yoke 
^«  of  Tythes,  it  puts  them  in  mind,  that  the  Zeal  of 
^<  their  Friends,  who  have  abode  £uthful  in  their 
**  Teftimony  a^unft  paying  Tythes,  Stceple-houie 
**  Rates,  and  Priefis  M^tenance,  has  greatly  tend- 
*<  ed  to  the  opening  the  Eyes  of  many,  not  only  in 
«^  this,  but  alto  in  other  Countries — ^And  for  die  iake 
<<  of  thofe  particular  Perfbns  in  fome  Places,  who  yet 
**  continue  remiis  in  maintaining  their  Teftimony ,6f(r. 
**  it  is  thought  neceflary  to  repeat  the  Advice  given 
«<  laft  Year,  that  Friends,  as  diey  ihall  fee  Oo^Son, 
<*  in  the  Wifdom  of  God,  would  admonifh  fuch,  and 
*^  in  a  Spirit  of  Love  and  Meekneis  endeavour  to 

*<  help  and  ftrengthen  them/' And  in  the  E^ 

pt/ile  of  1735,  ««  They  bkis  the  hxd  that  he  was 
<<  pleafed  to  raife  up  their  worthy  Elders,  and  to 
^<  give  them  a  Teftimony  againft  that  Anti-Qirifiian 
**  Yoke,  making  them  willing,  in  this  and  odier 
<<  Nations,  to  fufier  for  that  Teftimony  %  Aetrby 
^*  ihcwing  to  the  World  what  the  Love  of  Chrift  ia 
*«  able  to  do/'— —And  it  is  added,  "  They  have 
<<  reafon  to  believe,  that  if  all  amongft  them  had 
followed  their  Example,  by  abiding  faithful  in 
this  their  Chriftian  Teftimony,  they  might  before 
^^  this  time  have  been  in  a  great  Meafure  relieved 
**  from  under  that  Oppreffion." 

Tibu  Explanation  of  the  Views  and  PoScy  of  the 
fakers  will  hardly  be  pbjeded  to  by  them,  becaufe 
it  is  their  awn^  and  delivered  in  their  own  Words,  as 
the  folemn  Scnfe  and  Advice  of  their  whole  Btkfy 
reprefented  in  a  General  Meeting.  And  what  is  this 
but  declaring,  that  they  are  come  to  a  fixt  Refolu* 
tion,  not  to  give  way  to  the  LaWf  in  order  to  make 
the  Law  give  way  to  tbem.    Under  thefe  decent 
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rdpeftfo]  Circumftanccs,  they  beoome  humble  Peti- 
rioners  to  the  L^flature  to  grant  nem  Indu^ences, 
which  are  to  open  a  Paflage  to  nevo  Encroadiments, 
till  the  Anti-Cbriftian  Take  ( u  they  afie£t  co  call 
Tythcj,  for  want  of  any  real  Arguments  againft 
them  )  is  abfolutely  Ihaken  oiF?  For  it.  is  emdtnt^ 
and,  in  their  Defences  of  the  Bri^  Account,  they  feem 
defirous  to  make  it  evident,  that  nothing  ifaon  of  this 
wi]]  or  can  fuisfy  them  *. 

Confequently,  no  Method  can  be  really  defired  by 
them,  as  an  e^  and  effeHual  Method,  to  &cure  a 
Payment,  which  their  CiHifcience,  (  as  they  alledge ) 
tclis  them  ts,  upon  no  Account,  to  be  made  at  Sx  k. 
bccaufe  it  is,  in  itfelf,  an  Anti-Cbn/Han  Payment. 

Before  we  proceed  to  another  Cafi,  it  will  he  pro- 
per to  add  another  Ihorc  Ren&rk ;  viz.  That  this 
Cafe  is  fimilar  to  Cafe  lo.  And  what  was  conjcdu- 
red  from  the  Particulars  of  that  Prolecution,  to  be 
Mr.  H^lfatfi  Motive  for  applying  to  the  Cburt  of 
Excbequer,  Mr.  Smelt  dechra  was,  in  Fa£t,  bis.  The 
Event  coirefponds  in  betb  Inftances ;  which  (trcngth- 
ens  the  Cmeiliire  and  the  (Xtfervatien  drawn  from  it : 
And  betb  tnefe  Ca/es  verify  the  Fitnels  and  Expedi- 
ency of  allowing  to  AH,  who  have  a  Property  in 
TytbeSt  the  full  Benefit  of  the  ptiblick  Courts  of  Law 
and  Etpty,  which  are  (^xn  to  the  fakers  in  com- 
mon with  every  other  Britifi  Subjeft  when  their  Pn- 
ftrtj  is  invaded,  or  unjuftly  dttaitud.    And  there  is 

*  Sec  the  Replf  to  the  Defence  of  the  Eiuniiutioii,  &r.  ab 
behalf  of  theCic^  oftheDiocelcof  ^«6b,  p.  jOfji.  "What 
"  a  Dilcovei7  U  thu  '.  Can  taj  Man  cf  Realba  dirnk  that  the 
"  ^luhrs  Judgment  concerning  Tythes  dependa  on  the  Muaer 
"  ^leoOTcring  them  ?  They  do,  aa  they  ever  did,  eOeem  then 

"  a  Iqtd  Ctrtmtiif,  abrogated  hy  the  Golpel  of  Chrift Their 

"  pKiiBHT  Rcquefti^  that  thit  ^mv^  Burden,  heavy  in  itfelf 
"  mar  not  be  made  bfiippwtable  by  the  additional  Sevcrirr  ^ 
••dmtTafc-mafteri.*     "^ 
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BO  aiiUiond  Reafon  in  the  Cafe  befiMre  us  i  ^^^^^ 
fuch  a  Rifource  appears  higjilv  rajuifite  lo  $9^on€  the 
Summsrjf  Method  %  and  render  it  more  wUnffim^ 
ujeful. 

c  A  s  £  xxa 

The  Q^  A  k:  X  It  6  Charge^ 

Page  170.  1729.  John  Battbesbw  fuid  X#t^ 
cmARD  Battbrsbbb  of  Slaidmru  wtM  jprofeomod  fa 
Oi  EccUfia^ical  Cdtrt  for  Titba^  at  the  Siic  cf  ^Iib 
P^^  Tidie-Faniicrt  under  ITAiBrfil  9#iP«(rj!^  fUApr 
i^  SlaUhnt. 


fbe  Answbb  9f  the  Rtotreni  Mr.  Yatbs  thi  ff^fii^ 

ReSar  tf  Slaidburne. 

It  is  eafy  \f^  give  a  certain,  and,  I  ttuft,  a  ¥07 
iatisfadory  Anfwer  to  this  Complaint  of  cfae  S^g^Amt 
againft  Mr.  Jdbn  Parker^  late  Farmer  of  the  fjAfS 
•oF  Slaidburne^  Mr.  Parker  i$  ftill  livii^  1  and  voy 
well  remembers,  as  he  himfelf  tells  me,  what  Itldlh 
ced  him  to  fue  John  and  Leottard  Batterfiee  in  tbe 
Ecclefiqfiical  Ccuri^  inftead  €i  convi&ii^  them  bcfoft 
the  two  next  Juftkes  if  the  Peace^  as  he  did  t|ie  SM 
of  the  fakers  in  the  Parifh  oiSlaidbumty  wfaoi  thej 
refilled  to  pay  him  his  Dues. 

lAx.  Parker  fays,  when  he  firft  took  lus  Farm  of 
the  Tythes  of  the  late  Reverend  Mr.  Ttntmlejf^  jbe 
thenpropofed  toeafeJ^Band  Leonard  Batterfiee^  who 
were  has  near  Neighbours,  even  of  the  Cofti  wUdi 
they  might  have  been  put  to  by  lus  proceeding  umn 
the  7*  and  8.  H^.  III.  and,  not  doubting  but  mqr 
would  be  fenfible  of  hU  kind  Inteooaaa  towanda 
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them,  he  took  three  Lambs  out  of  their  Stodc  for 
his  Tythe:  But  doing  this  in  their  Abience,  and 
without  giving  them  previous  Notice,  they  applied 
to  Edward  Parker j  Efq;  then  one  of  the  Juftices  of 
the  Peacey  and  got  a  Warrant  againft  Mr.  Parker^ 
for  taking  away  their  Goods  wrongfully^  as  they 
called  it. 

And  though,  upon  a  Hearing  before  the  (aid  Ed- 
ward  Parker  Efq;  the  two  fakers  did  not  charge 
Mr.  Parker  for  taking  more  Lambs  in  ^uantity^  or 
bitter  in  ^ality^  than  is  ufually  taken  for  Tythe 
within  the  Parilh  of  Slaidburne ;  yet  they  inlifted  on 
having  Satisfaction  from  Mr.  Parker  for  his  ilUigal 
Ad.  And,  to  prevent  the  Profecutk>n,  which  the 
two  fakers  threatned  Mr.  Parker  with  ;  he,  by  the 
Advice  of  the  Juflice^  confented  to  excufe  John  and 
Leonard  Batter/bee  the  Payment  of  a  Tytbe-Calf  then 
due,  value  30  s. 

Mr.  Parker^  being  brought  into  this  extraordinary 
Submiffion,  refolved  then  to  convidl  John  and  Leo^ 
nard  Batterjbee^  for  the  time  to  come,  among  the  Refi 
of  the  fakers  that  Ihould  refufe  to  pay  him  their 
Tythes.  For  whilft  Mr.  Parker  was  Farmer  of  the 
Tythes  of  Slaidburne^  fome  of  the  ^akersj  I  find, 
took  it  very  well,  when  their  Relations  or  Neighbours 
paid  their  Church-Dues  for  them.  Mr.  Parker^  in 
Purfuance  of  the  Refolucion  above-mentioned,  made 
his  Complaint  againfl:  John  and  Leonard  BaUerJbee  to 
two  neighbouring  Juftices  of  the  Peace :  but  thefe  two 
fakers  contrived  to  evade  the  Jufticc*s  Warrant, 
and  to  hinder  their  Proceedings  in  this  Affair  ;  pre^ 
tending  that  their  Mother  was  interefted  in  their  Farm 
and  Stock  ;  and  that,  as  She  was  not  in  the  War- 
rant, They  could  not  legally  proceed  upon  Mr.  Par-- 
ker^s  Complaint ;  becaufe  he  could  not  prove  what 
was  her  Share  of  the  Farm,  and  Stock,  and  what 
was  theirs. 
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Mr.  Jhirker^  findu^  them  thas  miichievous  an4 
cunnings  was  advifed  to  proceed  againft  Jabm  and 
Leonard  Batterjbee  in  the  EccleJiaJHcd  Courts  where 
he  might  be  fure  to  afcertain  his  Claim  upon  them  ) 
Accordingly  a  Citatum  was  fent  for,  and  ienred  upon 
the  two  Batterjbees :  But  this  Profecution,  here  com<» 
plained  of,  went  no  fiirdier  than  a  bare  Citati&n  and 
Service.  For  Mr.  Cbarks  Clapbam^  FroSor  for  the 
Batterjbeis^  and  an  Acquaintance  of  Mr.  Parier^s^ 
applied  to  him  on  this  Afikir,  paid  him  all  his  De* 
mands,  and  defrayed  the  Chai^  of  die  CouH  i  tel- 
ling Mr.  Parker  J  at  the  fame  time,  that  he  was  re« 
tained  bv  the  Body  of  the  Quakers  to  be  fiandmg 
QfuncU  for  tbem  in  the  EccUJiaftieal  Cottrt. 

About  a  Month  ago,  I  convicted  Edward  fkmr 
a  ^aker  in  Slaidbume  Parifli,  before  Hawortb  Cur^ 
rer  and  Thmas  Heber  Efquires,  two  of  his  Majcfly's 
Jufttces  of  the  Peace^  for  defrauding  my  Farmers  of 
two  Ty the- Lambs.  He  (hewed  them  twenty  Lambs» 
and  had  ftxteen  or  twenty  more  concealed  in  a  Turf* 
Houfc. 


The  Account  from  the  Ecdeftaftical  Court  agrees 
with  what  Mr.  Tates  relates  concerning  the  Man<- 
ner  in  which  this  Caufe  ended.  And  Mr.  Parker 
will  hardly  be  accufed  by  any  befides  the  ^a- 
kersy  of  having  vexatioujly  declined  the  Summary 
Methods  when  it  appears  that  he  was  driven  from 
the  Ufe  of  it  by  the  Subtlety  of  the  ^akersj  which 
rendered  it  ineffeftual.  And  from  their  fubmitting 
fo  readily  as  they  did  by  their  ProiJorj  upon  being 
ferved  with  a  Citation^  we  cannot  but  infer,  that  the 
fakers  are  fenfible  the  Courts  of  Law  arc  more 
guarded  againft  Chicanery,  by  the  Regularity  of 
their  Proceedings  fetded  upon  long  Ufage  and  Expe* 
ricnce ,    than  any  new-created  (hortcr  Hemedy  can 

be. 


be  t  at  kai^  tUl  PraHice  hath  found  but,  dbd  fti{^iieti 
the  Defeds  of  it :  and,  even  then^  it  will  be  lefs  lilf 
hk  to  be  eluded  by  artful  Evafions^  if  the  Courts 
Law  can  be  refitted  to  in  Cafis  where  this  fails; 


case;  xxia 

?Zy  Qjg  A  K  E  R  s  Charge. 

Page  t^i,  [O}  1735.  Abiah  Wells  Widd# 
Was  profecuted  ih  the  Ecckfiaftictil  Court  for  a  Mortu^ 
ary  for  her  Hufhand  deceafed^  at  the  Suit  of  JoUk 
Bumiy  Paifon  of  the  Pariflies  of  Caftlegate  and  B^ 
mer  Gate,  in  the  City  of  Tork. 

7h  which  this  Nde  [  O  ]  is  fubjoined. 

The  "Widow  If^ells  died  fome  time  after^  and  ftt 
the  Profecution  ended« 


The  Answer  of  the  Reverend  Mr.  John  feuRNfij 
Reffor  of  St.  Michael's  in  Spurrier-gate,  and  Cu^ 
rate  of  St.  Mary's  in  Caftle-gate. 

The  above  Profecution  was,  in  general,  as  it  is  (et 
down  by  the  fakers.  The  Particulars  of  it  were  al 
follows.  Mr.  ff^ells  and  his  Wife  lived  a  confiderabte 
while  (I  think  a  Year  or  two)  in  my  Parifli  in  Cafi 
tie-gate ;  in  a  Houfe  which  they  rented  at  fifteen  JA 
fixteen  Pounds  a  Year.  He  died  there  in  good  Cir^^ 
cumftances,  and  left  his  Wife»  as  I  was  told^  Exe^ 
cutrix.  In  a  reafonable  time  after  his  Death,  I  wait^ 
cd  upon  her,  and  afkcd  her  for  a  Actuary  due  tb 
mc  upon  the  Dcmife  of  her  Hufc^xvd.    ^\>r^i!!A\ 


[  "6  1 
thCK  was  none  doe  to  nic.  1  told  bcr,  if  (he  plcA- 
ftd,  Ihe  m^K  enquire,  and  inform  herleJf  better : 
She  fak),  the  wouM  do  fo.  Some  time  after,  I  wait- 
ed upon  her  again.  She  then  told  me  as  before, 
that  Ibc  thought  none  wa3  due  ;  however,  laid  Ibe, 
TZbk  imvoeft^  that  my  Cimfehaf,  and  Our  PrindpUs 
will  noc  allow  oK  a>  do  any  fuch  Thing.  I  then 
aiked  her.  Will  not  your  Confcitme  allow  you  to  pay 
what  the  Law  of  the  Land  fays  is  a  juft  Debt  ?  No, 
Jays  She,  I  canooc  help  it.  I  replied,  I  flull  be  lor- 
ry to  be  obliged  to  take  the  Benefit  of  ihe  Law 
Agjunft  you,  QpCHi  any  fuch  Account  as  this  :  but  ic 
ftems,  I  muft.  Her  Anfwer  then  was,  Ihou  may^ 
Jo  as  then  ^afefi.  I  think,  I  waited  upon  her  a 
third  Time,  and  She  flill  repeated  the  fime  Anfwer. 
I  then  employed  Mr.  Sbaw,  a  Pro^or  of  the  Court, 
to  take  out  a  CUatm:  againft  her,  which  he  did  j  but 
She  died  foon  after,  and  iKithii^  more  was  done  up- 
<Hi  it.  Mr.  Sbovfs  Bill  of  Charges  amounted  to  17  f. 
This  is  a  juft  and  faidifiil  Account  of  thb  A^uter. 


The  jiccount  from  the  EccUJi^kal  Catrt  It— 

That  a  Ctation  was  taken  out  and  returned  the  td 
of  May  1735)  but  no  Pro&cutitm  upon  it. 


How  ftrangely  are  the  S^uakers  diflre&d  fix- 
want  of  Suferif^s !  when  they  are  driven  K)  antiei- 
pate  the  Suferir^  of  ^ab  tVeUs,  who  died  before 
She  fiiffered  any  thing,  in  order  to  find  Matter  of 
Acculation  againft  a  Clergyman^  who  aHually  did  fitf- 
fir  the  Lois  of  hu  origiKii  Demand^  with  tiie  oaad- 
mm/  Expenct  of  17  j.  paid  by  him  to  his  PnStor. 


[  "7l 

tt  is  very  obferrable  that  diis  Woman,  upon  Mr. 
Burti^sfirfi  implication  to  her,  and  bidding  her  oi- 

3uire,  and  inform  berfelf,  whether  the  Mortuary  was 
ue  or  not,  faid,  fievmild  iofo  :  But,  in  the  Liter- 
val  between  tins  and  .his  ^amd  Applicattoa,  flw 
grew  more  rigid  and  inflexible  \  ana  the  next  time 
pleaded  Cevfiience,  and  the  Prau^Us  of  her  £«ff. 

This  hain>eDed  in  the  Year  1735  ;  when  the  £iir- 
bortatiom  of  the  General  MeOa^  of  ihe  Raters 
were,  as  they  had  been  the  ^r  preceding  Yeats, 
e»xedin^y  vehement  in  workii^  iq)  their  Biendi  to 
a  due  ^tch  of  Obftinacy  againft  the  Pt^meia  ctf* 
Tjtbes.  And  we  can  hardly  doubt,  but  that  ^uA 
WeUtt  who,  at  firft,  feenis  to  have  been  unacquainted 
with  her  own  Scruples,  had,  in  the  mean  time,  RcTort 
to  the  Faitbfiil  fra*  Advice  )  and  was,  according  ri 
the  Prefcripticn  of  the  Ctrenlar  EfiftUsy  deaU  mtk  in 
the  Spirit  of  Love  and  fFifdemy  aid  fiirred  up  to  Faitb- 
fubufi  in  this  Branch  of  their  antient  Teftinujiy. 

T\us  Ca/e,  and  Cd/^si,  anntrariest  wonderiiil- 
ly  illuftrate  each  other. 


CASE    XXIV. 
Itbe  Qd  a  k  £  It  8  Charge. 

Page  174.  X733.  HiHRY  Peari  of  Bunfeot, 
and  Anthony  Watsov  of  ^vinbope^reet  in  the 
Parifh  of  MendaUt  were  profecuted  in  the  EecUfi- 
afiicalCourt  axTori^  fbra  Demand  of  loj.  forMar- 
riage-Fees,  at  the  Suit  of  John  Topbam  Parfbo. 


He  Answbr  ef  the  ReMtend  Mr.  Andrew,  Sb^* 
r«g4^tftifepecuiior  yufySHAm  ^  HexbaoifhiiK. 

.  Ip  the  grefentmcm  cxfaihitcd  by  Jofepb  Rod  Jam, 
^^  Stobart,  John  Dmum,  and  ^i^omas  Sugt  the 
Cburdt-fVardem  of  ^Hlndaie  for  the  Year  1731* 
( Vtvch  Prefetammt  is  not  figned  by  the  Ma^er  ) 
4HdgiyeD  in  at  the  Vifitatim  held  in  the  Parilh- 
CbMith  of  HatbaMy  Vecembtr  20.  1732,  amongft 
otbi^  Niuig%  is  the  following  Claufe.  "  Ueoi,  We 
*f  prMeot  JiOboi^ff^atfon  and  Htnry  Pern's  for  beii^ 
*f  1$0rrkd  (if  at  all  manied  )  wichout  Banns  titiai 
**  pubUIhcd»  according  to  the  Canm,  or.  hm&d  Li^ 
**^  eence  obtained,  and  for  refbfing  to  certify  the  Mr- 
*'  i»^fr  and  Us,  how  they  weie  married  i  and  alio 
**  for  detaining  the  accu^omed  Offerings  at  Mar- 
**  riages  from  the  h^mHer,  being  ten  Shilling?,  and 
*'  one  Shilling  to  the  Clerk." 

At  the  next  Court,  held  in  the  faid  Farifh-Church^ 
on  the  I  ft  of  O^ober  1733,  before  Me,  in  the  Pre* 
fence  of  Thomas  Jubb  Deputy  Regifter^  the  faid  ff^at- 
fon  and  Pears  were  refpertively  cited  and  appeared^ 
and  boch  alledged  thit  they  were  and  are  fakers  j 
and  were  married  in  a  feparate  Congregation  of 
Quakers,  of  which  they  brought  formal  Certificatest 
but  nol  ftampty  as  the  Law  requires.  And,  as  to 
the  faid  Fees,  they  denied  that,  by  Law,  they  werft 
or  are  due ,  and  petitioned  to  be  difmifed,  and  re- 
ferred to  Law,  which  I  decreed. 

This  Pre/entmeni  by  Cburcb-ff^ardens  was  attended 
with  no  Expence,  and  the  neareft  Juftices  of  the  Peactt 
at  that  time,  hred  twenty  Miles  from  Allendale. 

Mr.  Toppin,  the  Minifter  of  Allendale,  had  found 

by  Experience,  that  the  Expcnceof  profecuting  that 

way  was  greater  than  the  Sum  recovered.    Pears  and 

lyatjiifi 


[  "9] 
ff^at/on,   upon  their  being  difmifled,  threatened  to 
bear  him  down  by  Expcnces  at  Law. 


Hexbamjhire  in  Nortbumierlandt  fituate  about  fix- 
teen  Miles  weft  from  Newcajlle^  is  a  Peculiar  Jury- 
4i£lien,  within  the  Diocefe  of  2of*.  The  JurifcliSim 
is  exercifed  by  a  Sttrregaiitm  from  the  Chancellor  of 
J^ork  ;  and  the  Surrogate  holds  his  Vtfttation  and  Cor-, 
reffioK-Courts  in  the  Church  of  Hexham  :  Hoc  are 
any  but  Caufet  of  It^hance^  or,  upon  a  formal  Fro- 
ceeding  by  way  of  jirticlest  brought  from  tbencie  to 
the  Caf/ijlory-  Court  at  Tcrk.  Wjth  what  Truth  then 
could  Pears  and.  H^atfon  be  faid.to  be  proi^ted  in 
the  Ecclefiafiical  Court  at  Tork^  when  they  w^ere  only 
called  to  a  Correlfion-Court  held  at  Hexham,  and, 
by  the  AA  of  Court,  were  both  referred  to  Law  on 
the  very  Day  of  the  Return  of  the  Procefe  at  HeX' 
ham  1  and  therefore  could  have  no  occafion  to  come 
to  the  Court  of  7w"i,  whereas  the  fakers  certainly 
intended  to  have  it  underftood,  as  their  Words 
dircdly  imply ,  that  they  were  called  thither  i 
Further,  how  could  they  be  faid  to  be  profecutcd 
at  all,  at  the  Suit  of  John  Topham  ( Teppin )  Par- 
fon,  when  his  Name  was  not  made  ufc  of,  and 
his  Due  was  claimed,  only  by  being  infertcd  by  the 
Cburch-fVardettSt  as  one  Article,  m  a  Prefentment 
that  would  otherwife  have  been  laid ;  and  ^nfequent- 
ly  could  not  add  a  fingle  Farthing  to  the  Expcnce ; 
whereas,  an  Application  to  the  Jujliees^  who  lived  at 
the  Diftancc  of  twenty  Miles  ^  muft  have  been 
chargeable  and  troublefome  both  to  the  Clergymm 
And  the  ^akerj  ?  This  is  exceedingly  fallacious ! 


(  "o] 


NO  TTING  HAM  SHIR  E. 

CASE    XXV. 
72f  Qjo  A  K  E  It  s  Charge. 

Page  96.  1707.  John  Paukxr  of  Lmpihmm^ 
and  John  Gray  aod  Richard  Gray  ^ Em^Drm^ 
t9th  were  profecuted  in  the  ExcUfur  fiar  a  Demand 
of  about  \os.  each  for  Tythca,  at  the  Sdt  of 
HtmyCUrk  F^urfoa  of  Eaji-Drajtm. 


fhe  Answir  rf  the  Reverend  Mr.  Rigbt,   laU 

Vicar  of  Eaft-Drayton  ♦• 

The  beft  Information  I  can  get  of  this  Afiau-  h 
as  followeth.  Mr.  Clarke^  upwards  of  thirty  Yean 
ago,  dire£ted  an  Attorney  to  fife  a  Bill  in  the  i£y- 
chequer  againft  John  Parker  of  Laynhamj  and  the 
two  Grays  of  Ea/t'Dra^an^  for  the  Recovery  of 
fmall  Tythes.  He  was  a  0Dod-natured  Man,  and 
had  waited  feveral  Years  before  he  took  this  Step ;  fo 
that  the  Demands  were  of  long  ftanding,  and  a- 
mounted^  according  to  the  beft  of  the  Attornefs  Re- 
membrance, to  more  than  40  i«  The  Defendants 
were  ferved  with  Snbpeenas^  txit  the  Oiufe  went  no 
farther.  The  Attorney  finds,  by  an  Entry  in  his 
Books,  that  the  Cofts  were  paid  him  by  Mr.  Clarke : 
and  he  does  not  believe  that  Mr.  Clarke  received 
either  his  Dues^  or  Cofis^  of  the  Defendants. 


*  He  it  fince  dead. 


3^ 


[  "I  ] 

fbe  Accumt  from  tbt  Records  of  the  Exchequer  U—* 

That  in  Apebtulmat-Term  the  ?.  Qj^AttUt  a  BUI 
was  filed  by  Henry  Clark  Vicar  of  Eafi-Drayton,  a- 
gainft  John  Parker  of  La;^bamt  and  John  Grt^ 
and  Richard  Gray  of  Eafi-Drayton,  for  fmall  Tythei 
and  Eafter-Offerir^i.  No  further  Proceedings  ap- 
pear in  this  (Su(e. 


All  that  is  requifite  to  be  remarked  upon  dus 
Cafe^  is,  that  it  amieaiSi  Mr.  Ctark/s  Demtnds 
were  mt  itcoverable  by  either  ftf  the  Adb  of  the 
7.  and  8,  of  fT.  Ill ;  not  by  Ch.  £,  becaufe  the  Cm- 
platHt  was  not  made  within  two  Tears  i  not,  tnr 
Ch.  34,  becaufe  Eafier-Offeriias  were  part  of  ^kk 
Demands  t  which  /^f  Aft  dianot,  of  rAi/  /flw,  ex- 
tend  to.  And  alter  all,  he  recovered  mthiir  1  ahtl 
the  Suit  went  no  &rthcr  than  the  $ling  <i  a  Bill.  .  So 
Ihat  Mr.  Clark/s  Forbearance  cannot,  by  the  inoft 
malidoos  Conftniftion,  be  laid  to  have  been  made 

'  ufe  of  to  form  a  **  colourable  Pretence  of  NeCef- 
<*  fity  for  carrying  on  a  minous  d^ruaive  Fn^fecu* 

,  **  tion  in  .die  Excbcfuer.**  '  ' 


,  c  A  s  E  XXVI.  ;: 

32«  :Q^  A  K  E  R  8  CboTge*  '*. ' 

Page  97.  [C]  1719.  RieHARD  AtcocK  of 
^{ffMi*^  t}rdfeaiMd  in  the  Ecctefis/Kcal  Couri^ 
I  /.  ^^t:  for  Tithes,  at  du  Suit  of  Paul  Jakii^ 
Parfon. 

R  ^^^ 


To  wbicb  this  Note  [C]  isjkljoiiud. 

The  Parfon  being  rqproved  by  a  -iieighbouring 
Gtdtlifnan,  at  that  dtne  Member  of  P^liamcnt,  fitf* 
taking  fuch  a  levere  Courfe  with  Jkock^  let  Eis  pool 
drOp% 

7be  Answer  of  the  Revirmd  Mr.  Paul  TkiiktifM)*, 
ReSor  of  Wefton  in  the  Clay,  received  in  1738. 

1  didprofecute  likUrd\£cpch  b  the  ^cUfiafikei 
Com't  for    NoTHpayiheAt   of  cuftomary   TfOat^i 
wiuchf  if  I  niittake  ijot,  did  aipount  to  abwt  the 
Sum  fpiecified  by  the  §lgakers.    It  is  2l(o  thie.  tbit 
I  jput  a  itop  to  the  Proceedings,  at  the  Regneji  of 
Mr*  Levinz  a  neigM)otiring  Gentleman,    dm  it  Is 
j^/y  alledged  by  the  §ljfakers^  that  he  tepro/ved  me 
for  takiiigjkcb  a  levere  Courfe  with  Akock  1  for  'be 
only  resumed  it  of  me,  in  the  moft  friendly  Man- 
ner, as  a  Matter  pf  Favtmr  and  Indaffjmcej  to  let  ^e 
Suit  drop }  t3ecaufe  the  ^aker  had  promised  himlus 
Voie  ana  Intereft  at  the  MleSion.    This  Alcock^  as  a 
IVeigbbour^  hadi  received  many  Civ^ities  from  me ; 
an^  lince  iht  above  Profecution^  I  have  been  forced 
to  ufe  little  Artifices  to  recover  my  Dues^  rather  than 
pit  him  to  any  fiuther  Trouble  or  Enence,  by 
having  recouffe  to  fuch  Remedies'as  the  Law  hadi 
provided :  And  particularly,  at  the  Defire  of  jO- 
€ocl^s  Wiife,  to  prevent  any  future  Trouble,  I  made 
a  fort  of  Compofition  or  jigreemem^  for  a  certain 
Sum  of  &Amey»  to  be  paid  yearly^  in  lieu  of  TyAes: 
tout,  fotfevm  or  ri^Ar  Years  lafl  paft,  notwithftmd- 
ing  (iich  Agreement,  which  I  entered  into  merely 
for  the  fake  of  Peaee^  and  to  avoid  all  Difpuies,  I 
have  had  noHking  in  Sadsfa^on  for  my  Dues. 


[  "3  ] 

fbe  Account  from  the  Regifter  of  the  jirchdeacon  of 
.  NooiDghaoi  it—t-r- 

That  he  finds  oo  mention  of  \ka  Caufe  in  the 
Booh  or  Papers  of  his  0^»,  and  he  cojleds  from 
tiiencct  thac  it  went  no  ^^ither  than  a  CUi^m. 


Mr.  Jenklnfon  hath  htmfelf  named  the  Gentle- 
man, who  applied  to  him  to  flop  Proceedings  a- 
gainft  yilcock  \  and  he  hath  alfo  fpecified  the  Occa- 
fion  upon  which  that  Indulgence  towards  the  ^aker 
was  defired.  It  is  known  that  Mr,  feniiftfcn  was 
firmly  and  zealoudy  attached  to  that  Gentleman  \ 
and,  is  it  credible,  that  he  (hould  be  reproved  by 
him  in  the  harlh  Manner  that  the  Noli  reprefents  him 
to  have  been  j  at  the  very  time  when  that  CefitUmau 
was  folliciting  him,  whofe  Vote  and  Tnierelt  he  was 
fur^  ofy  for  a  Kindnefs  towards  another,  whofe  Vbti 
and  h(£rtjl  v/as promifed  to  him?  Mr.  JenkinfonfO- 
fitivcly  denies  that  htvinsfo  reprovedhy  his  Friend 
Mr.  Lr<.'inz :  And,  from  the  Nature  of  the  Cafe, 
we  cannot  but  believe  him.  Befidcs  this,  his  fubfc- 
quent  kind  Treatment  of  the  ^aktr,  for  fo  long  a 
Courfe  of  Years,  without  recovering  any  of  nil 
Duei  from  him,  is  an  undoubted  Proof,  both  that  he 
did  not  want  to  ht  awed d.n^  rebuked  xmo  Forbearance  \ 
and  alfo  that  no  Forbearance  can  fccure  a  Clergyman 
from  being  ungratefully  mifreprcfented  by  the  Quo- 
ken  ;  when  an  Imputation  of  intended  Severity  is  thus 
founded  upon  an  aHual  Tnftancc  of  Good-nature.  This 
certainly  Ihcws,  contrary  to  what  isallerted  by  them, 
in  one  of  their  Replies,  that  they  da  aggravate  thingi 
ngmnfi  the  Clergy. 


[  "4l 


CASE  xxvn. 

Tie  Qv  A  K  E  R 8  Cbargi. 

Page  97.  [E]  1729.  William  Marsi^al  rf 
SuifOH  upon  Treni  was  prolecuted  in  the  Ecckfiafiical 
Court  for  fmall  Tithes  of  about  4/.  10^.  mAkt,  at 
die  Suit  of  WUUam  Emerfim 


To  wbUb  Ms  Note  [£]  tsfibjohud. 

« 

fFUliam  MarfiaU  was  excomnmnicated  and  taken 
up  by  a  Writ  de  EMcommumcato  capiendo. 


The  Answer  of  the  Reverend  Mr.  L£Eke»  tbeprejeni 
Vicar  of  Sutton  upon  Trent»  received  in  1738. 

Upon  the  moft  careful  Enquiry  among  the  Kdgh* 
bours,  and  the  moft  exad  Search  amongft  Mr.  Em^ 
inerfoif%  I^apers,  (  he  himfelf  having  been  dead  for 
feveral  Years )  the  beft  Account  I  can  colled  of  the 
Grounds  and  Circumftances  of  the  above  Profecutiou^ 
is  a^  follows. 

fFilRam  Marjball^  the  Perfon  profecutedy  three  or 
lour  Tears  before  the  Commencement  of  this  Suit» 
was  made  a  Party  to  a  Bill»  which  Mr.  Emmerfon 
Bled  in  the  Exchequer  for  the  Recovery  of  fomc  Vi- 
carial  Dues  i  which  his  Predeceflbr,  either  as  bein^ 
burdened  by  a  large  Family^  or  as  holding  the  Li- 
'^}PS  9^^y  ^y  Sejueftraiionj  upon  the  Parifhiooers  it- 
fiifing  to  ^Y  them,  had  been  contented  to  siw  up. 
In  this  Caufe,  upon  a  formal  Hearing,  Mr.  Em^ 
merfon  obuined  a  full  Decree  in  his  Favour.    At 

this 
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[  "Si 
this  time  WtUiam  Marjbgil  wai  a  Mmker  of  Ae 
EpMifitti  Cbureb:  But  foon  after,  for  what  Reafoos 
he  belt  knpws,  and  I  will  not  pretend  to  determiix^ 
he  profefled  himfelT  a  ^aker  i  and  became  a  Ju- 
rious  Zeakt  againft  the  Church  of  Er^land.  Mr.  Em- 
fflfljfea. often  rebuked  him,  in  a  friendly  Manner, 
tor  his  rude  Reflciftions  ;  and  fcveul  times  fcnc  to 
buy  Corn  of  him  j  thar,  upon  ftating  Accounts,  the 
Article  of  Tylbei  might  be  amicably  fettled  without  a 
C^ntefi.  But  IVilliam  Marjhall  would  never  comply 
with  this  cafy  Method  of  Accommodation,  which 
the  more  moderate  S^uaken  are  ufually  fond  to  clofe 
with.  This  Behaviour  was  very  provoking;  but 
this  ahiu  did  not  provoke  Mr,  Emmerfon  to  apply 
to  the  Spiritual  Court  for  Relief:  for  probably,  he 
had,  by  this  Delay  and  Forbearancf,  no  other  Way 
of  being  relieved,  except  by  a  Court  of  Equity :  I 
am  led  to  think  fo,  qpon  good  Grounds.  For  I 
have  found,  in  Mr.  Emmerfoffs  own  Hand-writing, 
a  Papery  wherein  be  hatb  ftated  his  Patttchial  Dues 
for  Jive  Years  home  to  1739  }  and,  in  this  Faper. 
WUiiion  Matjbdi  fiands  indebted  to  Mr.  Emmerfom 
for  the  ^nU  five  Years ;  thot^h  the  PartUnlarSt  far 
any  one  Year,  are  not  charged.  From  hence  it  maf 
be  lairly  fuppofed,  that  Mr.  Emmer/ot^i  Mitivf  m 
applying  to  the  EccUfiafiical  Court  was^  the  afcertai»-' 
iw-  the  Value  of  thofe  Vicarial  Tythes ;  without 
wnich  being  picrioufly  known,  he  could  not  have 
Relief  from  the  Jujliees  of  Peace.  And  fac  himfelf, 
in  all  Ukelyhood,  was  not  able  to  afcertatn  them, .««. 
it  is  evident  from  this  Paper,  that  hedid  not  j^fff^: 
jy  them.  Whereas,  in  the  Confifiory-Courty  the  Sm^> 
ker  is  cited  and  obliged  to  give  in  his  Anfwer  upoo 
Oath,  (or  what  he  pleads  as  equivalent  to  an  Oa^: 
a  SoUtnn  Affirmation)  as  to  the  JS/idy  ^tf4ii^r  lud: 
Falui  of  the  Tychcs  in  QicftioQ. 


[  »6  ] 

Tbb  Suit  WH  carried  on  to  a  Writ  df  Excommit- 
tikato  tapieiid^t  and  TVUliatn  Marjhall  was  taken  up 
upon  it  \  who)  a  Neighbour  of  his,  not  at  all  related 
to  him,  pitying  his  Obrtinacy,  defrayed  the  Charges 
amounting  mf^een  Pounds  \  not  qucftioning  the  Re- 
payment of  the  Money,  when  his  Neceffities  (hould 
require  it :  But  lie  hath  never  fmce  received  the 
Utgi  Satisfa6Hon}  and  was  even  threatened  with  an 
jhwH  ^  FetsHy^  upon  acquainting  the  ^aktr,  that 
he  would  take  fotnc  of  his  Goods  to  Market,  in 
Put  of  Payment. 

And  for  my  own  Put,  as  I  haf«  never  hidieito 
^led  him  for  my  Doa,  &  I  have  never  neefved-dne' 
Farthing  from  him  fince  I  came  eo  the  Vkanee  i 
which  «M  in  tfae  Tear  1 7  3 1 . 


fbe  AceemU  Jrom  tie  Eeckjii^itai  Cmrt  is > 

That  in  diii  Ciufe  die  Ciiatim  was  returned  the 
35th  of  OStber  1728,  when  the  Defendant  not  ap- 
pearing,  waBdecKcdEacommuntcste  \  and  the  6th of 
PAruary  following,  the  Proftor  for  the  Plaintiff  al- 
ledging  that  MarJbaH  had  ftood  Excommunicate  foity 
Eteys,  he  waa  dcaeed  to  be  fignified  to  the  Kii^s 
Maj^ty  as  is  ci^mary. 


Mr.  Leake  hath  left  no  room  ft>t  a  further  Btuf- 
iratien  of  this  Ca/e ,  or  a  fiiller  FinJicatitm  of 
Mr.  Emmerfon.  But  there  is  an  extraordinary  Spe- 
cimoi  of  Ingratitude  mentiCMied  in  Mr.  Ltah^ 
Anfwcr,  which  fliews  how  neceflary  it  is,  in  all 
Dealings  with  dje^iwjtwjj  upon  the  Article  crf'Tjtffej, 
for  *9 PrtfirUkmof  them  to  guard  j^inft  too^wrff 
and  unju/pfifitig  a  Tenderneb,  in  dtparting- frtm  die^ 
legal  Methods  of  nking  them,   leaft  by  any  ralh 

i  well- 


t>«7l 

well-amiit  Ad  dt  Kindnds,  tbej  fhould  put  dKm- 
felvcs  inn  die  ^jfoiers  Power. 

Wc  law  in  Cafe  si,  that  Mr.  Parker  a  Tythe- 
Farmer>  in  rctutn  for  fuch  a  good-natured  Piece  of 
Indifcrettcm ,  was  threaUiud  with  a  Prv/eeutimt 
and  forced  to  iuy  hit  Peace  at  the  Price  of  a  7)tfir> 
Calf,  then  due  to  him,  worth  30  s.  And  here,  a 
kind  BenefaSor,  who  faved  IViUiam  MarJhaU  from 
a  Goal,  by  voluntariiy  laying  fifteen  Pounds  to  de- 
fray his  Charges  i  upon  letting  the  Quaker  know, 
he  would  take  fomc  of  his  Goods  to  Market  in 
Part  of  Payment,  ( in  which  Propofal  coo  he  con- 
fulied  the  Scruples  of  this  ungrateiiil  Man)  wasthrcat- 
ned  with  an  ASim  ef  Felony,  and  the  Generofity 
of  the  compafljonatc  Creditor  was  repaid  by  thic 
Left  of  the  whole  Debt. 


J(.d-1 


CONCLUSION. 


WE  have  now  gone  thro'  the  Twemtt-Seveit 
Cases,  which  were  to  be  the  Subjeft  of  ibis 

Enquiry  ;  and  have  found That,  in  Thrie  of 

ihofe  Cajes,  (viz.  r,  3,  7,)  the  Suits  were  eom- 
menctd  before  ihe  paffing  of  the  yt7jof  the  7.  and  8. 
of  IK  HI. 

That  in  Four  ( viz.  6,  14,  19,  20. }  the  Suits 
were  either  mt  eommaued  at  all,  or  not  agM^  the 
Perjba  fct  down  as  prefeaited^  or  not  ^;f  the  Perfim 
named  aa  the  Profecuter. 

That  in  Three  {viz.  »,  12,  18.)  the  SidttiKn 
(oT  Demands  certainly  not  recoverable  by  the  J0$ 
of  the  7.  and  8.  of  PK.  III. 

That  in  Seven  {viz.  4.,  9, 10, 17,21,  25,  27.) 
the  Suiti  were  for  Demands,  naft  pr^ahly,  not  reco- 
verable by  thofe  Aifs  i  either  from  the  Nature  of  the 
Daw,  the  Forbearanee  of  the  Clergymant  or  the  Cwr- 
Jtfff  of  the  ^aker. 

Tliat  in  Thrce  {viz.  13,  16,  22.)  the  Jufiices 
of  Peace  were  /;:yf  applied  to  \  and  either  they  rc- 
ftifed  to  aft,  or  the  Shaken  refufed  to  fubmit  to  their 
Determination,  or  rendered  it  impradicable  for  them 
to  proceed. 

That  in  ONt  ( nnz.  5. )  whidi  is  fet  down  u  an 
tjfcfc<f«CT--Stftr,  the  Jufiices  of  Peace  only  were  ap- 
plied to. 

That 
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That  in  Three  (  viz.  8,  1 1,  24. )  the  Suifs  fcC 
down  as  carried  on  by  Clergymen  in  the  Eccleftafiical 
Court,  were  but  Prefenlmenti  by  Churcb-iVardeHS, 
and  two  oi  the  three,   by  Church- Wardens  only. 

And  as  to  the  Three  remaining  Cajes  {viz.  15, 
2  J,  26.)  in  the  firfl  of  them,  which  proceeded  to 
an  j^lachment  by  the  §uakeri  being  in  Contempt^  the 
Profeeutor  forgave  him  all  his  Dues,  follicitcd  his 
lieleafe,  and  contributed  forty  Shillings  towards  it. 
The  ficond  was  drop:  as  foon  almoft  as  it  was  begun 
by  the  Death  of  the  Perfon  fr-.fecuted :  And  the 
third  was  ended  as  foon  by  the  Order  of  the  Pra- 
fecutor. 

But,  that  tlie  Reader  may  fee  more  difiin£lly  the 
Refult  of  this  Examination,  in  one  compendious 
View,  it  will  be  neccflary  to  mark  out  the  refpedivc 
Character  and  Quality  of  each  Ciife,  as  briefly  as 
poffible^  in  the  lame  Order  in  which  it  was  cxa? 
mined. 


To  begin  with  CASE  I,  ( Wherein  the  ^ahrt 
charge  two  Ferfons  83  profecuted  i )  This  Cauji  wu 
commenced  and  ended  in  the  Ctm/i^ery-Court  at  StriL 
before  either  of  the  Jffs  of  the  7.  atid  8,  of  fF,  tUi 
took  Fiace. 


CASE  II,  (Wherein  the  ^t/^m  charge  >ar 
Peribns  as  profecuted )  was  carri«l  on  in  the  £»<•• 
jaw  for  Demands,  cerlaitily  ml'  reeoveraik  by  die 
jascf-^.  and  8.  /f.  III.  For  the  Title  im  fufitn^. 
This  being  moreover  a  Bill  of  Difeoverft  it  is  pro- 
bable, that  the  ^ffontitf  and  ^^o/irc  of  the  Tytbes 
could  not  be  otherwife  tfeert^ud. 


CK%^ 


CASE  III,  C  Wherein  the  ^takers  charge  tvio 
Pcrfons  as  profecuted  )  was  carried  on  in  the  Exche- 
quer for  Demands  certainly  not  recoverable  by  the  yHfs 
of  7-  and  8.  IK  III.  For  ift.  The  Bill  was  filed 
before  thofe  y&?r  were  pafled  i  zdly,  The  Defendants 
litigaled  die  Title  to  the  utmoft  ;  and,  ai  laft,  they 
defeated  the  Plainlifi  of  the  Satisfaftion  decreed 
tlieni  by  the  Court,  by  making  over  their  Eflates  to 
others. 


C  A  S  E  IV,  (  Wherein  the  fakers  charge  one 
Perfon  as  profecuted)  was  commenced  in  the  £«- 
chequer  for  Demands  Jo  circumjianre/!y  that,  moft  pn- 
babl)\  they  wcrej.'c/  recoverable  by  the  ASis  of  the  7. 
and  8.  W.  Ill,  as  may  be  collected  from  the  Particu. 
iars  fpecified  in  the  Bill,  and  the  entangled  Stale  of 
the  Dufi  of  the  Vicarage  of  Nortb-OiiringtoK,  35 
dcfcribcd  in  the  Anf-^^er  of  the  prefcnt  Vtcar, 

"i'tASt  V,  (Whtrein  thc^afcrj  charge  ftiw 
lyrlons  as  profecuted)  was  never  fo  much  as  f«a- 
meaced  in  the  Exchequer,  where  the  ^r/^^  Account 
affens  thofe  two  Pcrfons  were  profecuted  :  For  the 
Records  of  the  Exchequer  make  no  mention  of  any 
fuch  Caufc  -,  and  the  prefent  Plcar  of  Jopcliffe  hath 
actually  fcund  the  Original  IVarrant,  granted  by  nua 
Jujiiccs  of  Peace,  againft  thofe  two  very.  Perfons, 
for  thofe  very  Demands, 


■  C  A  S  E  VI,  ( Wherein  the  ^akefs  charge  one 
Perfon  as  profecuted  by  Mr.  IGlUngbeck  Vicar  of 
/>«i(,  and  imprifoned  upon  fuch  Profecution )  ap- 
pears, ftipm  the  Regiftry  of  ihe  Archdeacon  of  Tork^ 


C  'a*  J. 

^  ,ii»»c  )|«e9  ^nly  a  frifmrnm  ■»■  his  Vifiatliin  ty 
Cburcb-fVardms  only,  for  a  Chureh-Lay ;  and  that£lr. 
Killingbeck  had  no  Share  or  Concern  at  all  in  'dib 

Prefentmcnt.  And  a  Quaker,  moreover,  declared 
in  the  Prefcncc  of  Pcrfons  of  undoubted  Credit,  ; 
who  have  certified  it,  That,  to  bis  KiwixiUdge  Jobk 
Cowell  was  imprifoned  at  the  Suit  of  a  Tytbe-Farmer  % 
and  that  when  hii  Friends  had  publifhcd  fucb  an  In- 
formation concerning  IVIr.  Killin^cck,  be  had  blamed 
tbern  for  fo  doing. 


CASE  VIl,  ( Wherein  the  ^ahn  charge  only 
me  Perfon  as  profccuted )  was  carried  on  in  the 
Exchequer  for  Demands  certainly  not  rtrovcral/le  by 
the  A7j  of  the  7.  and  8.  IF.  III.  For  ift,  Tlie  Bill 
was  filed  before  thole  J^ils  were  pafied  1  and  2dly, 
The  Defendant  litij^aled  the  'Title  ta  the  utmoft* 
There  were  alfo  four  others,  not  ^akevi^  ips^^ 
Parties  to  this  Bill. 


.CASE  Vltj.  (Wherein  the  ^W*  ^ia%\ 
three  PeHbiv  as  profccuted  in  ths  ^tlefi^^^ 
Court )  was  a  Prefintrntnt  of  tholj:  three  and  ^i 
oUicrs,  (/V0  of  whom  were  not  fakers)  at  d|e 
Arcbdtwxm  oS  Tort's  ViGtation,  for  not  paying 
their  Dues  to  the  Minifter.  This  *as  cuftomary  jit 
that  time,  bein^  ay&orf  Method*  ahd  atteddod  v«h 
little  or  no  Expem<. 

..  CASE  IX,  (Wherein  the  ^aken  cfiat^  i^ 
Perfon  as  profccuted  by  the  Vicar  qi  PfKtffra. 
was  begun  in  the  Ecclefiaftical  Court  after  % 
forhatr/uue.    From  whence,  as  v<U  at  fijQpi. 
H^urt  of  the  Dun  in  queftion,   tt  is  (roicAU 
Si  o 


eoold  not  then  recover  his  Demtods  by  the  ABtMtt 
the  7.  and  8.  IT.  III. 


CASE  X,  (\V1iereinthe^Mibr/cfaai^dbtm 
Peribns  as  profecuted  in  the  Excbefur)  #eAe  Ho 
fiuther  than  the  filing  a  Bill.  It  was  too  a  Bffl  of 
jytfcwery  \  and,  from  the  Partkulsn  J^irifiid  m  k, 
it  is  very  probable^  if  die  Bill  had  not  been  filed, 
the  fakers  would  mt  luvefuhi^ted  to  the  Dwmm- 
nation  of  the  JuJtUes  of  Peace. 


CASE  XI,  (Wherein  the  ^geOtersem^me 
Perfon  as  profecuted)  was  carried  on  upon  a  PrefiM^ 
tnent  at  the  Suit  of  the  Cbttrcb-Wdrdm  only  y  and 
Mr.  FieUan  Dunn^  who  is  fet  down  as  one  of  the 
Profecutors,  had  no  Concern  or  Share  in  the  Pro- 
iedKionr 


CASE  XII,  (Wherein  the  fakers  charge /x 
Pb^ns  as  profecuted  before  the  Commifibners  for 
pious  and  charitable  Ufes )  was  for  Payments  eer- 
tainh  mt  recoverable  by  the  yl^s  of  the  7.  and  8.  of 
fy.  Ill,  even  though  the  Tille  to  them  had  not  been 
quefiioned^  as  it  in  fad  was,  and  litigated  to  die  at- 
mod.  This  Method  was,  in  itfelf,  the  cbeapeft  and 
Jbortefi  that  could  have  bec^  cholen. 


CASE  XIII,  (  Wherein  the  fakers  charge  mie 
Peribn  as  profecuted )  was  mt  begun  in  die  EccUfia- 
Jtical  Courts  till  the  Jtifiices  of  Peace  had  been  ap- 
plied to,  and  refufed  to  ad.  It  was  dropt  within  a' 
ftw  Coiirt-Daya  after  the  Return  of  the  Gtatioa. 

The 
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The  Pr^iaave  recovered  mtJm»t  and  the  ^|wfar, 
aoft  prwablf,  was  not  put  to  tne  kaft  Expnce. 


CASE  XIV,  (Wherein  the  ^a(<rj  charge  ««# 
Perfon  as  prolecuted  in  the  EcclefiaJHtd  Ctmrt ) 
was  never  lb  much  as  begun  there :  For  there  is  not 
the  leaft  MimU  of  any  fuch  Cauje  in  the  Court- 
Books ;  and  the  Perfin  &id  to  be  prefeckted^  hath 
bhi^  owned,  that  he  was  never  ferrcd  with  a 
Citatm. 


CASE  XV,  (  Wherein  rfw  fakers  charge  one 
Perfon  as  proJecuted)  was  commenced  in  the  £x- 
chapter,  and  fH^xeedcd  to  an  jtUacbment  from  the 
faker's  Obfiiuacj,  in  not  appearing  or  anfwering. 
The  Fro/eculor  af^rwards  forgave  him  all  the  De- 
mands fued  for,  and  all  that  txcame  due  during  his 
Imprifonmrnt,  and  contributed  forty  Shillings  to- 
wards his  Releale. 


CASE  XVI,  ( Wherein  the  fakers  charge 
four  Perfons  as  profecuted  )  was  not  commettced  in  the 
EcclefiajHcal  Court,  till  the  fakers  had  refafed  to 
Jubmit  to  the  Determination  of  the  Jvftices  of  Peace. 
Bcfides  this,  the  Caufe  was  inflituted  in  thac  Court  by 
the  CuraiCj  without  the  Privity  of  the  Re£ter,  who, 
as  foon  as  he  heard  of  it,  put  an  immediate  fiop  to 
the  Proceedings. 


CASE  XVII.  (Wherein  the  fakers  chaige 
cne  Perfon  as  profecuted  }  was  carried  on  in  the  Ec- 
ckJiaJHcal  Court  for  Demands  that»  mofi  probably^ 
«ould  mt  be  otherwife  afiertamd-t  aiA,  ^iY^^^  ^cas. 


andS.  IF.  UL  The  CUrgymm,  j»  lhwpc«  ^ 
Suit,  accqjced  die  ^maker's  0wu  ValiBtiaa  of  the 
TydKs  oonfefiM  hj  lum,  wfaicfa  was  not  mocfa  more 
tfaa  1m^ the rmUFtrth^m^ aficT'^li  itHHiMUul 


-.• 


CASE  XYtiU  (  Wl«ltioch«^S»iin^ 
Peribo  as  profeaitBd  in  the  ffwiftifiiP,)jiiii^ -jc- 
cordii^  to  die  Dcdarttioo  of  chat  Yciy  PcfAii^  06 
^laker'Suii ;  nor  does  it  appear  from  the  Rxtirds  of 
the  Exchequer^  that  any  Proceedings  againft  lAm^ 
jveic  begun  in  the  EMdbifut.  Tbere.^Ht  wIkt 
Ferfeos  M/ ^^Mbrs^  who  fMsjIiiMif  cte  QnniiA 
/Ar  CD  the  Demands  i  wluck,  upon  that  arrwHt^  as 
well  as  the  Naimre  of  the  PapiutUSj  woe  iMf  r3«|^ 
T^4to  by  the  7.and  9.6[  B^.UL 


CASE  XIX,  (Wherein  the ^^nhfi  duig^ 
9»^  Timothy  Hudfon  as  proiccuted  )  is  abfolutely  falft 
in  Fait.  For  the  Perfon  really  profecuted  was  Peier 
Harlaniy  who  was  fwt  a  ^aker ;  and  the  9itk  to 
the  Tpbe  demanded  was  the  file  Po'mt  in  queftion. 
There  are  two  moft  remarkable  Cerlificaies  anoend 
to  this  Cafe^  which  fix  upon  the  ^^ahr$  the  ^mk- 
plicated  Faljbwd  of  the  Charge^  beyond  all  Cm* 
tradi&ion. 


CASE  XX,  ( Wherein  the  fakers  charge  mr 
Peribn  as  profecuted  in  the  Ecclejiafiical  Courts  both 
by  a  Cburcb'fVardtn  for  a  CburilhRaU^  and  alfb— 
for  Obventms  or  Ohlations  dehianded  by  Tbonuu 
Parrand  PHefi  of  SingUy )  is  (  as  to  the  lattar 
^  it )  abfolutely  falfe  \  for  Mr.  FirrMMd,  him- 
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felf,  the  Peribn  fee  down  as  the  Profeculor,  declares, 
he  never  did  fue  this  or  any  other  ^aker  in  the  Ec- 
clefiajlhal  Court ;  nor  is  there  the  Icaft  Minute  of  any 
fiich  Caufc  as  this  entered  in  the  Court-Books. 


CASE  XXI,  (  Wherein  the  ^aken  chargff 
one  Peribn  as  prof'ecuted  in  the  Exchequer)  went  no 
farther  than  the  filing  of  a  Bill  ;  and  the  Incumhenty 
who  is  ftiil  living,  fays,  that  he  could  not  luve  re- 
civered  his  Demands,  as  he  afterwards  did,  by  ap- 
plying to  the  Juftices  of  Peace,  if  he  had  not  firft  filed 
his  Bill  in  the  Exchequer :  fw,  till  then,  the  ^aker 
refuted  to  difcover  the  S}uaatity  or  Vabu  of  the  Tythe, 
and  queflioHed  his  Right  to  a  Mortuary. 

CASE  XXH,  ("Wherein  the  ^v^kers  charge 
two  Perfons  as  profecuted  by  a  Tytbe- Farmer  under 
an  incumbent )  was  not  begun  in  the  Eeclefiafiical  Court 
by  the  Profecutor,  till  he  had  been  iKJce  defeated  in. 
Jiis  Application  to  the  Jujlices  of  Peace,  by  the  fub* 
tie  Evafions  of  the  two  ^takers,  who  immediately 
fubmitted,  upon  being  fcrved  with  a  Citation, 


CASE  XXni.  (Wherein  the  ^aiers  chai^ 
est  Perfon  as  profecuted  in  the  Eccle/iajiical  Court ) 
weM  Jio  fiv^r  than  a  Clt^ioh.  Tile  Cht^^an 
recovered  anthing,  and  the  ^judxr  upended  osn 
thing.  ./\. 

■    [■•  '-■      .      -     .  ,    'U-i/ 

CASE  X^V,  (YThenm  the  ^aken cimfff 

two  Perfons  as  profecuted  in  the  EccUfiafttcal  Ctktf.tK 
Tork,  by  John  Topbam  Parfon  }  b  a  direct  Falfiioed, 
iThe  Parties  having  been  on]y  called  to  a.  Cwrre^vmi- 


Cmrt  at  Hexbtm  in  HuibmierlMd,  in  the  Neigh- 
bsM-hood  of  jSladak,  nAat  tiwf  find,  upon  a  Pre- 
fintmem  by  the  Cb&reh^WitrJins  ni^,  and  difmiiTed 
immediately  without  Ei^>cnce:  nor  was  the  Demand 
rccoTcrcd.  Thcrewereiio7«jKc«^i*««within twen- 
ty Miles  ofjSiauiaU.  TbcCUrr^Mm  kt  down  as  the 
Pr^eatttr,  did»<  fo  tnocfanjitwiattePriffiif  Of. 

-CASE  XXV,  (Wherein  the  fakers  chargs 
ibnt  FfcHbm  as  profecuted  in  the  Exchequer )  went 
no  futher  tlun  the  filing  of  a  BiU.  From  the  Parti- 
r«Jlin  foedfied .  ID  the  BilU  and  the  Incumbent's  An- 
frntTf  It  MK>auB»  that  the  Demands  were  not  tbm 
reevo«raUe)yj^A£tsci  xhE-j.axvXZ.W,  HI.        '^ 


CASE  XXV!.  CWkinatlc^MaUrjdiiise 
6tu  Perfbfi  as  profecuied  in  the  EceJMf/HtMl  Cmn ) 
was  Jnpt  u  looD  as  h  was  hfgun.  Taa  the  ^fuCffv 
own  ;  but,  at  the  lame  time,  they  falOy  iKiibe  Ac 
^iJti^Mef  of  the  Clergyman  to  the  R^raef  of  a 
ndgnbourii^  GetaUmsM/ais  putiouUr  Fncod  i  who 
only  requeued  it  of  him  as  a  Matttr  of  Favmr,  the 
^aker  having  promiled  that  GetUUman  his  Vatt  wt 
KiEleSan. 


CASE  XXVII,  (  Wherem  the  S^^ert  chaige 
MM  Perfon  aa  pro(eaited)  was  not  btgun  in  dK 
Eccleftafiical  Qmri,  dll  after  a  Forieartuug  of  Jhe 
Years  i  when,  nc^  prehiily,  the  Dues  could  not 
be  otherwile  t^cerUutied  \  and,  upon  that  Accounti 
were  mo/  recnerabie  by  the  ^j  of  the  7.  and  8. 
IK  III. 


Upon 
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Upm  puh  Grounds  u  tb^e^  dw  heaVy  C&mjv  of 
delighting  in  Oppreflion,  is  brought  both  ag^nft 
Lmy  and  CUm  :  Bat  pointed,  «ith  a  peculiar  ta- 
vcteracy,  againu:  the  latter,*^—**  Who  prdfcfllng 
"  themfelTcs  to  be Jl£mfters ^the  G^l ^  p£ACi» 
**  are  faid  by  the  ^iken^  in  the  Pr^ace  to  the 
**  Bri^  Aceoiaa  *,  to  have  facrificed  their  own 
**  Qwet  and  Intereft>  u  the  ppprcffion  and  Ruia 
"  of  their  Neighbours  by  unnoce&ry  and  expenfive 
**  Lawfmts."  And,  in  the  Afpeniat  to  die  5«rf 
Acctunt  t,  the  Clergy  are  again  oUmuiy  and  cnd^ 
ftigmatized  in  AeCc  words,- — "  Nor  is  it  eafy  to 
**  recondk  with  the  Principles  of  Cbrifiiatt  Cbarity, 
**  the  mat  Uneajbuji  fbme  Men  have  difcovsred, 
**  at  UK  Jpprebeiifiens  of  being  reftrided  to  torn- 
**  men  Humanity  |." 

Cwld  a  vim3ive  mereiUfs  Temper  be  defcribed 
widi  more  Rancour  than  it  is  in  the  fbregoii^  Quo- 
tations i  And  yet,  in  all  the  Cemplaaitit  which  tbefe 
diligent  ColletJors  and  keen  hfiamtrs  of  Proiecutions,  . 
have  been  able  to  rake  together  againft  the  Ckrgy  of 
the  Dioeefe  of  Ihrk,  dunng  a  Courle  offarty  Yean,  aro 
there  any  Marks  of  this  Unehiftian  Dijp^tion  f  Arc 

•  See  the  Pr^a»  to  the  BH^Jeeent.  p.  J. 

t  See  the  Jfftndix  to  the  Bri^  A<mail,  p  199. 

I  To  pit  it  oat  of  Qoeftioti  that  the  Ctertj  are  here  aMMf. 
diough  iiieT  are  not  ixfrtfilj  mmuI,  we  neeXooIx  ind  the  Ibl- 
lowing  Pa^gc  in  p.  34,  3;,  of  a  late  Rtflf  to  the  ExanuBadoa 
of  the  Bri^Actni,  &c.  on  behalf  of  the  Oem  of  the  Dioccft 

of  LUi^tU  and  CmWrr. "  And  it  might  be  no  la&  tb>  1 

"  beccnning  Modefly  in  tho&  Lar-ProAaiton,  when  the  ^ifcu 
"  Bill  wai  in  Agitation,  to  withoiaw  and  Icare  to  theCIetg^  tha 
"  whole  Merit  and  Honour  of  onpofisg  !t.  and  of  being  the  ob^ 
*'  Adracuci  for  the  Medtodi  of  Oppieffion. 

"  The  Examiner  ownt,  liich  tcpnted  Vezatxn  and  Opprefiua 
"  to  be  Crimti  tiS  an  htiiuMt  Nature;  Bat,  alu  .'  th«  Condaa  aS 
"  the  Cttrgf  Otcwi,  they  don't  think  fo ;  Let  hjm,  if  he  can, 
"  reconcile  an  Abhorrence  of  thofe  irimm  Crimu  widi  theic 
"  aaaioui  CoBccn  fat  dK  Opptmoutie*  of  eomiuittiiicth«m." 
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there  any  clear  FaAs  to  juftify  and  fupport  iojbock- 
ing  and  bariarous  an  Accufatum  f  And  ixfucb  an  Ac- 
oukrion  be  utnufth  laid,  how  truly  vindiffhe  and 
mercilefs  muft  be  the  Temper  of  fucb  Accufers ! 

But  fuppofing  for  once,  that  Perfons^  who  have 
fuflFercd  by  an  unjujl  Detention  of  their  Property^ 
have  been  fometimes  provoked  to  make  the  ybabors 
of  their  Sufferings  feel,  that  the  Laws  and  the  Sauc^ 
tions  of  the  Laws  are  on  the  Side  of  the  Sufferers  : 
And  fi^pofing  too,  that  they  may,  in  a  few  Cafes, 
have  done  this  more  Jharply^  than  the  Good- nature 
of  Otb&s  will  approve,  or  their  Own  would  have 
permitted,  without  fuch  a  Provocatm  ;  ftill  this  is 
a  limited  ASfcbiefj  that  aflfe&s  diofe  only  who  di/obey 
the  Law  :  And,  if  this  ACfcUef  can't  be  cured  other- 
wife  than  by  introducing  a  general  liUmuemence^ 
which  may  fuccellively  reach  All  by  whom  the  Law  is 
dfeyed^  we  may  be  confident,  that  pulUck  Wifdmn  will 
not  allow  the  unreaibnable  Advantage  of  an  inconfi- 
derable  Part  to  prevail  over  the  general  anjd  fettled 
Rights  of  a  CommunUy. 

Sideed  E^ity  will  di(po(e  us  to  make  candid  Al- 
lowances for  a  little  Excels  of  Warmth  and  Aipe- 
rity,  when  it  is  exerted  to  repel  or  defeat  the  Attacks 
of  Injuftice.  But,  upon  the  prefent  Occafion,  there 
are  no  rigid  Procedures  that  want  to  be  foftened  or 
covered  by  this  Apology  ;  whatever  carries  that 
Appearance,  being  fully  anfwered,  as  fbon  as  it  is 
fairh  explained. 

For  which  of  thefe  tweniy-Jeven  Cq/es  exhibits  to 
us  an  appreffve  vexatious  Protecutor  ?  In  which  did 
the  ^aker  fufier,  but  from  his  own  obftinate  De- 
fiance  of  legal  Authority^  or  hb  perverle  Litigation  of 
the  Incumbent's  fitle  f  If,  in  Ibme  Caufes,  the  Courts 
ofLawwerereforted  to,  for  Demands  recoverable  by 
the  Juftices  of  Peace^  does  npt  the  Manner  in  which 
tbofe  Sam  ended  tvincCt  that  ihty  yrcrc  oot  commenced 

cheitt 
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there,  from  fachAvexalious  malevolent  Spirit,  as  ought 
to  be  curbed  and  rcftraincd  ar  any  rate  ?  Or,  admit- 
ting i\i3.x.fomt  Proprietors  of  Tythes  have  been  faulty  in 
the  Ground  or  M.inner  of  their  applying  to  the  Courts 
of  Law,  mud  all  Proprietors  of  Tythes  be  therefore 
cut  off  from  the  common  Privilege  of  applying  to 
thofe  Courts  for  the  future  ?  When  this  is  the  B'trtb- 
right  of  every  Engltjhman  \  and  the  beft  Security  of 
thh  and  every  other  Branch  of  Properly. 

On  the  contrary,  do  not  mofi  ofthefe  Profecutions 
afford  fuch  Dcmonftrations  of  Tendernefs,  on  tlwParE 
of  the  Profecuton,  as  might  alone  be  fufScient  to  re- 
move the  Imputation  they  are  brought  to  fix  upon 
thofe,  who  annotfuffer  in  their  CbaraHers,  but  they 
muff,  in  Proportion,  be  lefs  ufcfu!  in  their  AUnifiry? 
So  that,  if  the  Clergy  had  not  been  called  upon,  by 
Conndcracioi  s  peculiar  to  their  Profcflion,  to  clear 
thcmfelves  or  their  PrcdecelTurs,  from  the  moft  re- 
proachful Afpcrfions,  thofe  Afts  of  Kindnefs  that 
They  have  been  conftrained  to  declare  to  the 
World,  in  their  ncceffary  Self-defence,  might  have 
been  looked  upon  as  an  officious  Difplay  of  their 
Mildncfs  and  Humanity. 

Thus  then,  the  very  Complaints  turn  ftrongly  upoa 
the  Complaincrs  -,  and  the  Charge  itfelF,  for  the  moft 
part,  ferves  only  to  introduce  its  own  ConfiUatim. 

Now  the  whole  Cbarge^hdva^  here  limited  to  twenty^ 
four  Clergymen,  nalurally  fuppofes  all  the  refl  imoeent. 
This  the  fakers  thcmfelves  confefs  •  j  alid  others, 
will  perhaps  think  that  this  Umilalien  cf  the  Cbarggp 
naturally  lappaksjemetbing  mere. 

*  Sm  Renurks  owm  a  Defence  of  the  Exunination  of  (lip 
Bfie^  Aemmt,  on  behalf  of  the  Clergy  of  the  Dioccfc  of  8c.  D^ 

vi/s,  p.  e. "  Cin  there  be  any  Need  of  Ihewing  that  a  MMW^ 

"  ma  C/tra  are  aot  guilty  of  what  only  t<w§  of  chem  uc  chuge4 
"  with  I  The  Outge,  lb  limited,  luninlly  fnpporci  all  the  left. 
«*  ionocent,  £!fr. 

T  »  "*<■ 
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Fctt  every  ^Miirr,  as  fiich,  pkidtConicienoe  for 
Noo-payment  of  Tvdies  i  the  Refiiikls  then  of  the 
^akrs  to  pay  Tythes  muft  have  been  mmtf ;  and 
that  foj^  of  diat  Sdlf  have  hctn  ^^^cuud  bj  die 
CUr;gyf  b  a  Demonftradon,  drawn  from  the  Namre 
and  the  Reaibn  of  the  Thing  itfeli^  how  mofrj^  have 
hcm^Mmd  by  them. 

we  may  therefore  be  certain  duit  ^ymT  iSTiM^ 
the  Cl^gy^  during  this  Pdiod  cf  forty  Tars^  muft 
havefilcndy  acxjuielbed  under  Wrmigs  of  diis  kind : 
And^  dther  from  an  unwillingnefi  to  engage  m  any 
Di^mes  at  all  for  the  lUccvery  of  their  ikm  \  or, 
fit>m  an  Inability  to  bear  die  Exfenee  of  a  Cmii/t  at 
Law,  muft  have  patiendy  fuboutced  to  die  hiMdtr$ 
of  their  known  Rights  \  and  mourned  in  private 
without  feeking  Redrefi  for  LolKs,  which,  however 
inconfiderable  in  themfelves,  are  very  pinching,  when 
they  take  from  laige  Families  part  Of  their  fianty 
Subfiftance.  Even  ibis  Enquiry^  though  confined  to 
zfew  Cafes,  and  direded  to  a  different  Purpofe,  hath 
brought  into  view  maty  Examples  of  theie,  fort  of 
Forbearances.  And  if  zfiparate  Enouiry  were  made9 
as  perhaps  it  may,  upon  this  fmgle  Article^  it  wouldt 
witnout  doubt,  fufficiendy  demonftrate  that  *'  *  many 
^*  of  the  Claimers  of  1  ythes  do  not  diftinguifh 
**  themfelves  by  a  Severity  unufual  among  other 
'*  Men  ••  ;  though  their  Provocations  to  Severity 
have  been  very  unufual ;  as  thofe  Provocations  are 
indeed  peculiar  to  the  Proprietors  of  Tytbes :  For  ibey 
are  the  only  Proprietors^  who  are  liable  to  be  cenfured 
for  a  l^al  Defence  of  their  Property,  againft  tboji^ 
who  with-hold  it  illegal^. 

But  the  Clern  are  not  defirous  to  trouble  the  Pub- 
lic with  a  Detail  of  what  they  have  undergone,  and 
forgiven :  Nor  are  they  fond  to  recite^/  Grievances^ 
unlefi  they  are  forced  to  it  by  new  Infults. 

!^  S^  the  j^fetuBx  to  (he  Britf  Acmnt,  p.  iSi. 

Ac 
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Ac  prdent,  tbey  o&r  tbcir  Flea  as  D^niAmts  i 
and  the  Accufatims  they  bring  are  fuch  as  are  ohv. 
necked  with  their  own  yinditatm.  All  the  Points, 
incidentally  touched  upon,  were  introduced  with  this 
Intention,  and  lead  to  this  End. 

Thus,  to  procure  the  Clergy  a  fair  impartial  Hear- 
ing, the  Uttlt  Credit,  that  is,  in  genenU,  due  to  the 
Bn^AccouiUt  was  ftated  in  the  latrfduOieHt  from  the 
Dere&  of  the  Origtnal  Memars  i  upon  which,  if  the 
Dcclaratieni  of  t\x.Quaktri  them&lves  are  to  be  cre- 
dited, the  Brief  Account  was  compiled. 

This  &ep  was  preparatoTf  to  the  Examhutioii  of 
the  Cafu  :  But  fbme  Things  obfenred  in  the  /Mtrih- 
duffioH,  could  not  be  hilly  efiaNi^d  and  verified,  till 
the  C^et  had  been  exammed. 

This  difagreeable  Work  is  now  over  i  and  it  is 
fome  Recompcnce  for  the  Drudgery  of  tracing  Ohlo- 
quy  throcgh  its  feveral  Shifts  and  Di^uifes,  to  have 
dilcorered  by  this  irkfome  Search,  that  the  Brief 
Account  is,  in  fa£t,  a  dark  confufed  MifceUany  oif 
Tranfa&ions,  widely  different  from  each  other,  be- 
tween which  a  fort  of  Nominal  Similitude  is  creattd, 
merely  from  their  being  promifcuoufly  huddled  n}ge- 
ther  under  one  harlh  Defiription. 

Indeed,  the  fakers  hare  been  terribly  embarralled 
by  a  Difficulty  of  their  ovm  raifing.  For,  in  pub- 
lifhing  the  Brief  Account^  they  had  two  Purpofis  to 
ezcciue }  and  thefe  Purpofes  unluckily  clalhed  and  in- 
terfered with  each  other ;  requiring  feverally,  by  an 
untoward  Inconfiftency,  the  Foundation  to  be  narrow- 
edy  and  the  SuperfimSure  to  be  enlarged.  Thcufirft 
Furpofe  was  to  tnuliiply  Profecutions.  And  their  next 
Pur^e  was  to  nuke  the  World  believe,  that  they 
admitted  none  into  their  Lift,  but  fuch  as  were  need- 
iejly  vexatious.  Accordingly,  they  put  on  the  Appear- 
ance of  oonfinit^  their  Hiiloncal  Detail  of  Tythe- 
Caulb  to  fiicb  only  as  bcfpoke  M-mU  towards  the 
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S^uAkir^  and  did  not  proceed  from  the  (ingle  Inten-i 
tion  of  obliging  him  to  pay  Tythe. 

The  CondHknal  Claufi^  in  the  TUle-Page  of  the 
Brief  Aetmni^  was  esctremely  well  adapted  to  anfwer 
this  End\  and  it  did  to  far  anfwer  k,  as  it  com- 
nlunicated  a  maligiumt  Energy  to  a  bare  Namldon  of 
Fa£ts  -,  and,  by  a  tacit  Implication,  conveyed  bitter 
Refledions  without  hard  Words.  But  this  refiramb^ 
CUufe  operated  alfo  in  a  Way,  that,  perhaps,  tbty 
wete  not  aware  of :  For  it  introduced  withal  a  Ne- 
eeflity  of  accommodating  every  Profeculkn  both  to 
the  i>/l^  and  Import  of  the  Condition  expitfled  m  the 
Claufi.  For  the  Letter  of  the  Ctaufi  requires,  th&t  no 
Proieeudon  ihould  be  fit  down  in  this  F^mjdikt^ 
unlels  it  was  both  carried  on  in  a  Conn  or  Law,  and 
carried  on  there  for  Demands  recoverable  by  the  7.  and 
S.cf  fF.  III.  And  the  Import  of  the  Claufe  requires 
moreover,  that  no  Pro&cution  fhould  be  admitted, 
unlefs  the  Snmmary  Method  was  vexatioujly  declined 
by  the  Proficutor :  which  it  manifeftly  was  not,  if  be 
was  driven  into  the  Courts  of  Law  by  the  CondnSl  and 
Management  of  the  ^aker  himfelf. 

So  that,  in  virtue  of  this  (hrewd  Expedient,  the 
ff^le  of  a  Profecution  might  be  relatively  falfc,  not- 
withftanding  all  the  particular  F2L&S  of  it  were,  in 
themfclvcs,  abfolutely  true.  Profecutions  commenced 
before  the  pafling  of  the  Afts  of  the  7.  and  8.  W.  III. 
and,  notwithftanding  that,  inferred  in  the  Brief  Ac- 
county  exemplify  this  relative  FaUhood  in  a  very  in- 
telligible Manner  5  for  fiircly  no  Demand  is  recover- 
able  by  an  ASl ,  before  the  Aft  itfe^  is  in  beit^  : 
Three  Profecutions,  fo  circumftanced,  occur  even  in 
this  Enpiiry  5  and  two  of  the  three  being  moreover 
for  Demands,  the  ^tle  to  which  was  queftioned^  riiofe 
two  (though  every  Faft,  fet  forth  in  the  Narratives  of 
them,  were  allowed  to  be,  in  itfelf,  abfolutely  true ) 
have  a  double  relative  Falfliood  ;  (i.  e.)  they  contra- 
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dUi  whtt  k  affirtid  in  the  "Titk-Pagt  concerning  thecDt 
aoid  an  noij  what  they  are  defcrihed  to  be,  in  two  Re^ 
fpedis }  ift^  becaule  they  were  commenced  befare  thq 
mfling  of  the  £iid  A  As  i  and  2  J/y,  becaufe  they  were 
for  Demands  that  could  not  be  recovered  by  them  af- 
ter they  were  pafled. 

Indeed,  feveral  of  the  Profecutions  zxtfeJfe  in  ao  ix^- 
fdhtey  as  mofi  are  in  a  relative  Senle  ;  but  it.is  this  re- 
lative  Truth  or  FaUhood  of  the  Proiecutions»  upon 
which  the  lOiie  of  the  Controverfy  is  placed  by  the 
fakers  in  the  Brief  Account ;  though,  in  their  De^ 
fences  of  the  Brief  JecontU^  they  labour  to  reprefent 
this,  which  is.  the  efential  Point  of  the  Debate,  as  a 
Nktter  fon^  to  the  Queftion :  And  they  may  well 
do  £> :  for  that  rery  jlrtifice^  which  rendered  tins 
Point  fo  e/fential,  and,  by  the  Help  of  it,  made  the 
]^rf  AccmtfU  a  Heap  of  Calumny j  hath  eventually 
converted  i(  into  a  ftrange  Medley  of  equivocal 
Faljboods. 

The  Reaibning  then  in  the  IntroduSion,  concern- 
ing the  DefeSs  and  Omijftons  of  the  Original  Memoirs^ 
beine  now  verified  by  the  Cafes  \  and  the  Errors^ 
whioi  might  naturally  be  expeBed  to  arife  fiom  the 
Applicaiion  of  loofe  imperfeS  MnuteSj  to  a  ffecid  de-- 
terminate  Purpofe^  not  antecedently  provided  for  in  tbofe 
Minutes^  appearing,  in  Reality^  to  have  fo  arifen 
from  them :  what  was  before  a  probable  ConjeSture^ 
is  now  to  be  laid  down  aa  a  confirmed  Truths  which 
z£k&9  the  fn>ol^  of  thcJBHef  Account^  for  the  iame 
Reafon  ti^t  it  aflefts  aqy  Part  pf  it :  The  Ai^noirs 
beiqgall  of  theySsuM  Nature,  and  applied  in  one  and 
the  fame  Manner  throu|^u>ut. 

It  is  now  aUb  no  longer  doubtfol^  that  the  Sljtakers 
have  overlooked  the  Con^fs  of  Laws  which  they  are« 
endeavouring  to  exclude  ^  aqd,  inftead  oi  co9 reding 
and  authenticating  their  Jk/peSed  Attmoirs  by  the  En^  - 
tries  and  Records  of  thole  Courts^  have  ne^^kAcd  <^\  > 
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declined  a  Remedy  to  eafy  to  be  had,  and  (a  mudl 
wanted  by  them  :  And  againft  which  Aoching  could 
be  well  objeded,  but  that  it  mi^ht  perhaps  have  obli« 
g^  them  to  drop  more  of  their  pretended  Grievames 
than  they  could  afford  to  part  with. 

So  that  a  Pamphlet  full  of  fevere  Charges  againft 
Fellow-Subjefby  is  entirely  deftitute  of  aU  Proof  to 
maintain  tMm ;  and  the  Reputations  of  Prtvate  Mm 
bftvebeen  previoufly  attacked^  that  the  Way  m^i^ 
be  more  open  for  Uynrb^  diem  afterwards  in  dieir 
Property. 

An  efual  Prelervatbn  of  Property  by  ioMMurdal 
Laws»  b  the  eflbitial  Criterion  of  a  weU-eoi^ituUi 
Government,  and  it  is  the  difting^iilhing  Enelkncse 
of  our  own.  A  free  Toleration^  in  A&ttdis  of  Rdig^oiH 
is  the  ^orious  Charafteriftic  of  Proteftanii/m  i  and  it 
is  the  Felicity  of  Ef^HJb  Proteftams,  who  unhappihr 
diflent  fix)m  the  EftiAlified  Church,  to  enjoy  this 
Toleration  fuU  and  entire  without  Difturbanoe ;  and 
may  they  ever  fo  enjoy  it,  with  a  due  Senle  of  the 
Bleffing ! 

But  the  Pretence  of  breaking  in  upon  Civil  RMds^ 
under  the  Notion  of  Confcience^  can  nave  no  Tiue  to 
be  tolerated^  as  being  oppofite  to  the  very  Defign  of  a 
Toleration^  which  is  to  prelerve  liberty  of  Conjcience 
and  the  Power  of  the  Magiftrate  fiom  mutual  Col- 
lifions  and  Encroachments.  Indeed,  Civil  Rights^ 
and  Scruples  of  Conjcience  in  Matters  of  Relipon^  are 
things  of  as  different  a  Confideradon,  as  t^s  World 
and  another^  to  which  they  iefpeftively  correfpond. 
Whatever  confounds,  or  tends  to  confound  this  Di- 
ftinftiop,  ftrikes  at  public  Peace  and  Order,  by 
rendering  every  Man4  Pofleflions  precarious  and  d&> 
pendent  upon  the  Notions^  which  any  otfatir  Pdfon 
may  chance  to  fcntertain  concerning  them  \  that  is, 
upon  fomething  not  cognizable  by  any  l^num  Court 
ot  Judioature. 
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JBl  dierefore,  who  fincxrely  defire  the  CotiUftuaACH 
of  a  Toleration^  or  experience  the  Benefit  of  it*  muft 
be  extremely  follicitcus  to  confine  the  Flea  al'  Con- 
fcience  within  due  Limits,  and  prevent  it  from  giving 
Umbrage  to  the  Civil  Magijlrate,  by  being  made 
fubfervient  to  lucrative  temporal  ViewSi,  and  difturb- 
ing  him  in  Matters  that  immediately  fail  both  within 
the  Intention  and  Compafs  oi  his  Jurifdiftion. 

Robert  Babcuav  was  aware  that  the  ^akeri 
were  peculiarly  obnoxious  upon  this  Article,  as  afford- 
ing a  fpecious  Handle  to  the  Magiftrite  for  en- 
croaching upon  Men's  Confciences.  He  therefore 
thought  it  nccelTary  to  make  the  following  Declara- 
tion for  his  Frit/ids "  We  *  are,  fays  he,  far 

*•  from  joining  with  or  ftrengthning  fuch  Libertines\ 
"  as  would  ftretch  the  Liberty  of  their  Confciencea» 
**  to  the  Prejudice  of  their  J^eigbhourSt  or  to  tlie 
'*  Ruin  of  Human  Sociely." 

Whcdier  the  Force  of  Truth  extorted  this  DecUf 
ration  from  Robert  Barclat  ;  or  whetbv  it  wat; 
a  politic  Conccflion,  that  he  imagined  he  could- «lttr- 
wards  qualify  and  reftrajn  as  opportunity  ierved)  M: 
occafion  romired,  it  bnotjnaterial  toknoworfetdet 
but  it  is  molt  clear,  that  the  Pra&ice  of  the  ^akert  i« 
irreconcileable  with  what  their  Apok^  hath  vouched 
for  them :  Gnce,  under  the  Ni^on  of  Confiienett  they 
do  predict  their  Neigkhoury  by  detaining  as  that 
Mm,  what  the  Statutes  of  the  Realm  have  mad« 
Ms  i  and  for  frhich  be  is  taxed  by  the  Conjiitutiom, 
And,  not  fadsfied  with  fo  dangerous  an  Encroachment 
upon  the  Rules  and  Maxtim  of  the  Community^ 
oitrf  afieA  to  be  di^ntented,  and  grow  angry  widt 
^ir  Sttperierif  if  they  are  not  countenanced  beyond, 
all  other  Englifti  SubjeSs,  for  die  fingular  Merit  of 
holding  an  Opinion  rept^nant  in  the  Lawi  of  Socie- 

*  See  BvtUg^t  Afology,  p.  487. 
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ty,  and,  in  its  Tendency,  m$njiftiut  with  the  Eod 
oif  GnemmefU. 

However,  whilft  the  Quakers  were  prefling  for 
luch  an  extraordinary  Mark  of  public  Favour,  ^^*  it 
**  would  have  lookt  decent,  and  well  becoming 
*^  them,  had  they,  in  their  late  Writii^  on  thb 
**  Subject,  taken  Ibme  Opportunities  of  ezprer* 
^*  fing  their  Gratitude  to  the  Government  for  the 
^*  peculiar  Privileges  already  indulged  to  them** — 
At  leaft  they  (hould  have  preferved  in  them  diat 
HumiliSyj  Drferenciy  and  SuhmfioHy  wluch  k  agree- 
able to  the  Profelfions  of  a  meek^  patiaii  oDdfemeabU 
People :  And  every  where  have  been  Icrupukxifly  ac- 
curate in  ftating  their  Complaints  and  Remonftrancct 
with  that/r^  Faimefsj  that  r^  Honefiy^  and  diat 
€pen  Immuity^  which  will  and  ought  to  be  requiied 
of  thote,  who  exped  to  be  tho}}^  Jincere  in  an  ab^ 
furd  felf'interefted  Tenets  which,  of  itfelf,  would  de^ 
ftroy  the  Credit  of  any  other  Sei  of  Men  that  flioold 
pretend  to  adopt  it. 

The  Brief  Account^  if  it  had  been  drawn  up  in 
thb  Stile  and  Spirit,  thoi^h  it  muft  have  been  flirunk 
into  a  very  diminutive  Size,  would  have  made  a- 
mends  for  the  fuppofed  Sufferings  that  iniffht  have 
been  ftruck  off*,  by  railing  Compaflion  tor  every 
teal  Grievance,  which  an  obftinate  Adherence  id 
Error  had  brought  upon  a  ^aker.  And  the  art^ 
lefi  Simplicity  of  Jiicb  a  Narrative^  as  it  would  nati^ 

*  See  a  Vindication  of  the  Brief  Actnmt  in  An(wer  to  an  Bar* 
amination  of  it,  on  behalf  of  the  Clergy  of  the  Diocefe  of  IaA^ 
foU  and  Coventry,  p.  37,  where  the  Words  above-quoted  art 
applied  to  the  Clergy:  And  the  fakers  can*t  tskc  it  amifi  to  be 
ezAortedy  in  their  own  Languaee,  to  Gratitude  towards  the  Govern-^ 
ment.  The  Clergy,  it  is  hopecC  are  duly  fenfible  of  public  Fmmu^ 
and  ProteSion,  and  will  1^  hold  of  all  fitting  Ooportunities  to 
demonftrate  their  grateful  Senfe  of  hotb,  by  a  fleady  Attachment 
to  the  PRtsBNT  Royal  Family,  who  are,  under  God,  the 
thief  Security  of  our  Religioui  as  wdl  as  of  our  Qvil  liberties. 

rally 
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filly  have  created  a  ton  of  indulgent  Tendemefi  for 
the  S^\  muft  have  fecured  theiti  againft  all  hcotivm^ 
encesj  that  were  not  the  unavoidable  Confequences  of 
their  ovm  Behaviour,  as  efiedtually^  as  any  Law 
they  oould  hope  to  obtain.  i^. 

But  they  were  too  cummg  to  choofe  diis  wi^ 
Part :  And  accordingly,  every  one,  whofe  Lot  ivk 
to  examine  any  Portion  of  their  Libel,  muft  be  con- 
tented to  undergo  the  painful  Ta(k  of  M/Ma$^lif^ 
the  Perplexities^  fiffpfy*^  ^^  Omiffwmy  deteSmg  die 
Concealments^  and  expoftng  the  Falfioods  of  a  ftndki 
infidious  Brevity. 

To  declare  the  wbok  Truth  nakedly,  is  the  only 
honeft  Art  that  needs  to  be  oppofed  to  thefe  wretched 
Subtleties.  The  Plan  therefore  laid  down  for  tUt 
Enquiry^  and  clofely  purfued  in  all  the  Parts  of  ir^ 
was  to  learn  all  that  could  be  known,  and  to  publilh 
all  that  could  be  learnt  concerning  each  Cafe. 

To  this  End,  tht  Incumbents^  in  their  Anfmert^ 
enumerate  every  Circumftance  with  the  moft  undii!^ 
guifed  Plainnefs ;  and  all  along,  where  they  do  not 
fpeak  from  their  tmn  Knowledge,  they  point  out  the 
Source  of  their  Intelligence :  and,  their  iV'^im^x  being 
fet  before  thofe  Anfwers^  this  (hews,  that  having  con- 
cealed nothing,they  do  notdefire  to  be  concealed  thein«- 
felves :  fo  that  if  they  have  been,  in  any  Inftance, 
mifmformedj  as  may  pofllbly  happen  in  the  little  Inci- 
dents of  obfcure  remote  Tranfaftions,  they  evidently 
do  not  mean  to  deceive  others.  Indeed,  the  Pr9^ 
bability  of  the  Things  related  by  them,  and  the  Cm* 
fiftency  of  the  feveral  Parts  of  the  Relation^  cany 
with  them  ftrong  internal  Marks  of  Credibility. 

Further,  to  obviate,  as  far  as  pofldble,  any  fii^" 
cion  of  Partiality  ;  and  to  corroborate  thofe  Anfwers 
by  an  external  Evidence^  that  cannot  be  ^€i\fufpelled  i 
the  Entries  and  Records  of  Courts  have  been  confult- 

U  2  ^^^ 
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€d,  and  ExtraSs  taken  from  them,  by  Perfons  fkilled 
in  the  PraAice  and  Bufinefi  of  the  refpe&ive  Catais^ 
where  they  were  employed  to  make  the  Search,  The 
Cndil  then  of  the  ExtraSs^  which  they  aver  to  be 
^uthfiil  and  exaft,  cannot  be  impeached,  till  diey  ave 
^QDftofited  by  Exirails  of  they2»»^  Authority.  For 
|i  Rgpaition  of  idle  ejcpkxl^  Cavils  will  not  invali- 
date Records. 

The  Exammation  of  thefe  twef^-feven  Cafes  was 
undertaken  from  a  juft  Regard  to  tt^  Clef:gy  of  the 
Dioce/e  of  Torkj  that  the  Memories  of  the  Dead^  and 
the  CbaraSlers  of  the  Livings  might  be  refcued  from 
^nmerUed  Reproaches. 

In  the  Courfe  of  this  ExdminaSion^  the  moft  mn- 
(barUable  exafperating  Aherfaries  have  been  treated 
with  Temper  and  Impartiality,  And,  if  any  fevere 
Exprcflions  have  been  here  or  there  dropt,  the  Rea- 
der will  Bnd  this  never  happens  but  upon  the  Difcoi* 
very  of  fomething,  which  ought  to  excite  the  Dif- 
fUafure  of  an  boneft  Mind :  for,  when  Innocence  is  atr 
tacked  with  Ranccuff  it  is  laudable  to  exprefs  fome 
^al  and  Warmth  in  the  Vindication  of  it. 

Butt  if  muft  he  confeflcd,  upon  Experience,  that 
it  hath  been  a  moft  difagreeable  Employment  to  be 
engaged  in  the  Difcuffion  of  a  Work,  which  affords 
jiothing  but  a  dull  Series  of  invidious  Charges  :  and, 
next  to  the  Satisfadion  of  having  been,  perhaps,  in 
fome  Degree,  ferviceable  to  tbafe  againft  whom  the 
Charges  ^re  brought,  it  is  the  moft  pleafing  Reflec- 
tion^ that  there  feems  to  he  no  room  for  refuming 
this  Subjeft  ;  fince  no  Method  hath  been  omitted  to 
get  the  beft  Information  of  the  real  State  of  each 
Cafe  that  could  be  procured  ;  and  the  whole  that  hath 
b^en  procured,  is  here  communicated  for  the  ftiU  In- 
formation of  the  Reader. 

Notwithft^ndjng  therefore  the  fakers  ihould  not 

fcruplQ 
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fisuple  ODce  'more  to  afHrm,  "  *  that  the  Ac- 
•*  counts  of  ■^aier-Profecuiiotis  have  been  affualiy 
*'*'  anfwertd  in  this  Ejcamination,  not  by  confuting 
"  but  eonfimmig  them,  and  publiftiing  fuch  Ac' 
**■  knowledgments.  Enquiries  and  ExtraSfs,  as  affu- 
<'  aify  ai^mr  to  every  Fa£t,  even  as  Face  anfwera 
**  Face  in  a  Gk&," — "  f  And  tho*  they  (hould  pro- 
**  pofe  it  as  an  Example,  lo  warn  every  confiderate 
*!  Perfon  from  putting  into  the  fakers  Hands  ano- 
*'  ther  Opportunity  of  expofing  the  Weaknefs  of 

**  fuch  an  Attempt  on  Behalf  of  the  Clergy." . 

Still  fo  long  as  tne  Main  Point  in  Queftlon  is  not 
touched  or  invalidated  by  any  Rcafons  that  may  me- 
rit Notice,  the  infolcnt  Frivokufnefi  of  fuch  Boajling 
will  be  left  to  the  Contempt  of  every  one,  who  is  ca- 
pable of  knowing,  that  (he  bare  Confidence  of  an 
Ailertion  will  not  change  it  into  a  Reafon. 

From  the  Specimens  in  Print,  it  is  now'  plun  by 
what  PoUty  the  Quakers  are  governed  in  the  Manage- 
ment of  tms  CoHtraverfy ;  and  that  they  are  determi- 
ned, at  all  Events,  not  to  give  up  a  Single  Profeeu- 
tian.  But.  at  the  fame  time,  leaft  their  Argument 
tor  the  defired  R^riaien  of  the  Law  ftouJd  be  thought 
capable  of  being  weakened  by  any  ReduiJion  of  the 
Number  of  their  SufferirigSy  they  arc  provided  againft 
the  worft  that  can  happen :  and  have,  in  Referve,  a 
far  better  Reafon  to  aUedge  for  the  Reafonahlenefs  of 
the  Rtquejly  if  AU  the  i  i8o  Profecutions  were  (truck 
off  at  once.  For  though  they  petition  for  an  j^e- 
ration  of  the  Law^  becaufc,  in  its  prefent  State,  it 
hath  been  abufed  by  fo  many  contentious  Perjons ;  they 
are  able  to  fliew  that  the  Law  ought  to  be  altered, 
though  there  had  pot  been  one  contentious  Perfin  to. 

■  See  a  Vindication  of  the  Brltf  Acciwit,  in  Anfvrer  to  an 
Examination  of  it,  on  behalf  of  the  CIcrg}'  of  the  Oloccfe  of 
f.ifbfieijand  Ctventry,  p.  n. 

t  Sw  the  above  Punphlei,  p.  e. 
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nbufe  it.  For  why  (hould  not  the  defind  R^riSkn 
take  Place  when  M  think  it  elig^  f  Or  why  fltould 
ni3t  the  Property  of  the  fakirs  be  fecured  even 
againft  the  Pqffibiiity  of  being  hurt  by  My  catOenims 
Per/onsj  that  may  hereafter  arifi  and  make  an  ili  Ufe 
of  a  Choice^  if  they  are  not  bef<9ehand  deprived  of 
the  Liberty  of  chuftugf^  So  that  if  the  Cmrts  of 
Law  are  reforted  to»  they  ought  to  be  fliot  as  Tods 
of  OppreJJion :  if  they  are  not  reforted  to,  they  ought 
not  to  be  left  open,  becaufe  they  are  fi^erfiums.  If 
the  Choice  of  more  Methods  than  om  for  the  Reco- 
very of  Property  halb  produced  vexatious  Suits,  it 
l^  juftly  forfeited  \  if  it  hath  noty  it  is  a  Tempte^Um  to 
be  vexatious^  which  no  Sulje0  (hould  be  truued  with. 
All  this  is  ikying  nothing  more  than  that  the  Whim  of 
the  Siuaker  is  to  bear  down  every  other  Confideration 
before  it.  Indeed,  what  is  this  Ihuffling  backwards  and 
forwards  in  a  Circle  between  two  contrary  Topics, 
but  the  EfFed  of  being  able  to  defend  neither ;  and 
a  vain  Efibrt  to  give  the  Colour  of  maintaining  a 
Plea  to  the  very  All  of  defertif^  it. 

In  this  the  fakers  feirly  doJare  to  the  World, 
that  either  the  G>ntroverfy  {hall  have  no  End,  or 
they  will  have  the  laft  Word.  It  is  pol&ble  that  with 
Some,  this  may  be  a  Sign  of  Vidbory,  and,  fo  far, 
may  be  looked  upon  by  them  to  be  a-  Privilege. 

*  See  z  Vindication  of  the  Brief  Account t  in  Anf^rer  to  an  Ex- 
amination of  it,  on  Behalf  of  the  Clergy  of  the  Diocefe  of  Oxfird^ 

t.  8.  where  there  is  the  following  remarkable  l^afTage. "  By 

**  the  Examiner^  own  State  of  the  Cafe  in  this  County,  it  appears, 
*'  that  in  two  hundred  Parifhes,  wherein  probably  twice  that 
**  Number  of  Clergymen  have  relidcd  within  thefe  forty  Years, 
•'  only  three  of  them  have  had  Rccourfe  to  the  rigorous  Methods. 

*'  Can  the  Propcr:y  of  the  Clergy  be  injured  by  rcftridling  thofc 
**  Three  to  a  Manner  of  Proceeding  which  all  the  reft  think  Eli- 
*'  giblc  ?  And  is  not  the  Security  of  the  Property  of  the  fakers 
'*  in  forty  Parifhes  a  far  better  Argument  for  the  defired  Reftriaion, 
*'  than  indulging  the  Humours  of  three  contentious  Clergymen 
"  an  be  againft  it  ? 
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But  if  k  be  a  Privilege,  it  is  fucb  a  one,  as  will 
not  be  here  contended  for.  No.  Let  their  Cham" 
pioH^  peaceably  and  without  a  Rival,  reap  all  the 
Advantages  that  can  be  derived  upon  his  Caufe, 
from  Jhifting  Evaftons^  impertinent  Cavils j  frivolous 
Exceptions^  and  injurious^  Calumnies.  Thefe  the  ad- 
mirable Mr.  Cbiltingwortb  ftiles  the  Virtues  of  an  ill 
Anfwer.  For  thefe  Virtues^  his  Jefuitical  Antagoniji 
was  peculiarly  eminent.  And  whoever  hath  Leifure 
and  Patience  enough  to  read  over  the  Vindications  of 
the  Brief  Account j  will  not  want  to  be  told  how  per- 
tinent that  great  Matf%  Words  are  to  the  prefent  De- 
bate. 

To  fum  up  all,  whatever  Ohfervations  or  Remarks 
have  been  built,  either  upon  the  Ugbt  communicated 
by  the  fakers  themfelves  on  one  Side,  the  Informati- 
ons received  from  the  Incumbents  on  the  other  Side,  or 
the  impartial  Evidence  drawn  from  the  Courts  of  Law 
are  (it  is  prefumed)  ftriAly  founded  in  the  Premiflb, 
and  fairly  deduced  from  them :  fo  that,  upon  the 
whole,  this  General  Conclusion  may  now  be  laid 
down,  as  Brmly  e({:ablilhed  upon  cogent  Reafons^  and 
plainFaasy—Thzt  the  Collection  of  G  R I  E  V  A  N* 
C£S,  publifhed  by  the  fakers ^  and  by  them  fub- 
mitted  to  the  Confideradon  of  the  Members  of  Both 
Houses  of  Parliament,  is,  in  Truth,  fo  far  at 
leaft  as  the  Clergy  of  the  Diocese  of  York  have 
any  Concern  in  it,  a  Brief  Account  of  the  oppres- 
sive Obstinacy,  and  evasive  Misrepresenta- 
tions of  the  Quakers,  and  of  the  Lenity,  For- 
bearances, and  Sufferings  of  the  Clergy. 


The    END. 
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VINDICATION 


;  Of  a  B  o  o  Ky  intituled^ 

A  Brief  Accourit  of  many  of  the 
Profecutions  of  the  People  caUe4 
Quakers^  &c. 

.  » 

In    A  N  S  W  E  It 

To  a  late  Examination  thereof,    in  Defence  of  the 
Clergy  of  the  Diocefe  of  Y  O  R  K* 


The  Intjloduction. 

TH  E  Examination  of  the  Brief  Accotmt 
lately  publifhed,  and  laid  to  be  in  Defence 
of  the  Clergy  of  the  Diocefe  of  York,  is 
the  Fifth  Pamphlet  under  that  Title,  and 
the  Eighth  which  the  Advocates  for  the  Clergy  have 
written  in  the  prefent  Controverjy^  which  they  fccm 
of  choice  to  j^/Vi  out^  as  if  defigned  to  *weary  or  loj€\ 
their  Readers  in  the  Length  of  it« 


(O 

'Tis  obfcrvablc,  that  the  Brief  Account^  a  Col- 
le£tion  ttiade  with  an  artkfs  Simplicity^  Hiould  t)e  fb 
very  obnoxious  to  the  Clergy^  as  to  minifler  Occa- 
fions  for  fuch  often  repeated  Attacks  of  Policy  and 
Craft ;  but  the  clearer  any  Cafe  is,  the  more  Wordi 
and  Skill  arc  neccflary  to  perplex  it. 

In  both  which,  the  prefent  Examiner  appears  to 
us  fuj>erior  to  any  of  thol9who  have  gon6  before 
L  .n :  His  Unhappinefs  is,  that  he  has  made  Choice 
of  a  Caufe  which  the  gfeatefl  Abilities  are  infuffici- 
cnt  to  fupport. 

He  fiippoies  the  Clergy  to  have  a  Property  of 
their  own^  where  the  Law  only  empowers  them  to 
take  that  of  dtbcr  Men. 

He  treats  of  Tithes  as  Civil  Rights^  not  Mertters 
of  Religion ;  though  'tis  apparent,  that  the  Clergy 
have  no  Claim  to  them  but  in  Confidcration  of  their. 
Office.  They  were  of  Old  Matters  of  Religion^  viz. 
Ceremonial  Matters  in  the  Jewi/h  Religion,  and  as 
fuch  fland  prohibited  by  the  DoBrines  of  Chrijiia^ 
nity.  'Tis  therefore  a  mere  Evafion  to  fay  they  are 
not  now  Matters  of  Religion  :  For  being  Matters  for- 
bidden by  the  Chriftian  Religion,  Confcience  afld 
Religion  make  it  the  neceflary  Duty  of  every  Man, 
who  fees  them  to  be  fo,  to  refiife  the  Payilient  of 
them. 

Nor  is  this  Examiners  urging  the  Law  of  the 
Land  J  of  weight  fufficient  to  remove  a  Scruple  of 
Confcience  founded  on  the  Precepts  of  the  Gofpeh 

An  over-mling  of  the  jufl  Plea  of  Confcience  by 
the  Force  of  human  Lavys,  was  the  Source  of  all  the 
Perfecutions  which  the  Church,  confidered  either  as 
Chrijiian  or  Protejianty  has,  from  time  to  time,  been 
cxcrcifed  with.  But  this  Argument  taken  from  the 
Law  of  the  Land,  u  too  txXtiv^Nt^  \>€vv^^  ^€  ^.ci^al 
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Force  in  all  Countries:  And  if  once  the  ha^  of  the 
Land  be  admitted  for  the  Meafure  of  our  Condud  in 
Matters  of  Religion^  it  may  oblige  us,  under  a  diffe- 
rent Situation,  to  coutributc  to  the  Maintenance  of 
a  Popipj  vi  Mahometan,  or  a  Pagan  Priefthood. 
The  Examiner  may  confider,  that  an  Argument 
which  naturally  rans  iucha  Length,  is  apt  to  lead  a 
Man,  who  infifts  much  upon  it,  into  tome  Incon- 
veniences. 

But  wherein  do  the  fakers  oppofc  the  Law  of 
the  Land  ?  Have  they  not  in  Obedience  to  the  Law 
of  the  Land  quietly  fuffered  the  Spoiling  of  their 
Goods  ?  Have  they  not  in  SubmiJ/ion  to  Authority 
cheerfully  undergone  the  Impri/bnment  of  their  P&^ 
Jons  ?  Have  they  not  patiently  born  the  Penalties  of 
the  Law,  to  keep  their  Confciences  void  of  Offence? 
Have  they  not  in  a  Multitude  .of  Inflances  given 
Proofs  of  their  peaceable  Demeanour?  'Tis  well 
known  they  have.  The  Suggeftion  therefore  of  their 
oppofing  the  Law  of  the  Land  is  groundlefs. 

Their  Refiiial  to  pay  Tithes,  and  other  Eccleji'' 
afiical  Claims,  is  called  a  *  SelJ-intereJied  Ttenet. 
But  pray  what  do  they  get  by  it  ?  Projecutions,  P<- 
nalties.  Spoiling  of  their  Gaodsy  Excommunications, 
Imprifonments,  and  Death.  We  can  produce  In- 
ftances  wherein  the  ^laker  has  lofl  more  by  one 
Refufal  of  Payment,  than  the  Clergy's  legal  Claims 
upon  him  could  pofTibly  have  amounted  to  in  the 
V)hole  Courfe  of  his  Life.  . 

A  2  The 
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The  following  Specification  of  Suits  e^rhibits  fpme 
iuch  InftanceSy  viz. 

Brief  Accmmi            N&raesof               Talot^ftlM  Sam«JerJ«d 

pajg.  PerioDS  profccttttO*  Demtads  f«r  Titkfi.      pn  thair  Eflacet. 

7.     William  Pearjon      013     o  19160 

6  '  John  Tjyumfend       400  77   14  o 

8     ^Thomas  Elhvood       0120  24    7  6 

'•—     Abra.  Butterfield     800  90     o  q 

m     George  Bewky          3   10     0  82   10  q 

34    y^ffi^s  Haviland      800  84     o  o 

^—     ^tbamas  Strong         400  70     o  0 

50    yonatbanFeaJly      700  ^37     59 

86     Richard  Allen          i   15     6  '  80     o  p 

94     Henry  Smith            i    12     o  30     o  o 

113     William  Tilly           100  26     o  o 

J  62     Robert  Halliday       o   1 1     6  jSo     o  o 

176     Roger  Jenkins         210     o  184106 

J 77     yojhua  Williams      200  70     o  o 

^[7^     Daniel  Williams      016  ^00     o  o 

For  45     5     6  1 136     3  o 


Mapy  piorc  like  Injlances  we  could  produce,  but 
thcfe  may  fiiffice  at  prcfcnt  to  demonftrate,  that  their 
iTenet^  refpefting  Tithes,  is  fo  far  from  Self-inte^ 
rejiedy  that  it  hath  been,  and  ftill  is,  a  very  Self-^e-- 
nyipg  Tenet.  However*  the  Examiner^  as  an  Ad-- 
vocate  fpr  the  Clergy  in  the  Caufe  of  Tithes,  jfhould 
jipt  have  fiarted  an  Objeftion  of  Self-Interejlednejs^ 
jvhich  can  never  operate  any  where  more  llrongly 
than  againft  themfelves. 
Has  not  the  continuing  by  Law  their  Inter eji  in 
,  flxthts^  and  other  H^licks  01  Romijb  \g\^\*«v5:j&  ^ud 
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Superftition,  been  of  a  very  pernicious  Confequence? 
Has  it  not  beep  made  Ufe  of  as  an  Engine  of  hu- 
man Policy  to  transform  the  profijfed  Minifters  of 
Cbriji  into  the  real  Servants  of  Men^  by  attaching 
them  to  the  different,  and  fometimcs  contrary,  Opi- 
nions and  V  iews  of  every  Government  for  the  Time 
being  ?  And  haa  not  fuch  an  Attachment  a  natural 
Tendency  to  make  the  Dodrinc  of  the  Goff>el  of 
Chrill  dependent  on  the  Mutability  and  Uncertainty 
of  the  Will  of  Man  ?  Does  it  not  blend  together 
"  Things  of  as  different  a  Confideration  as  thii 
"  World  and  another  ? "  Docs  it  not  "  confound 
"  the  Diftindtion"  between  Matters  of  Religion  and 
Matters  of  Secular  Interejl  ?  Does  it  not  make  the 
Chriftian  Dodtrine  **  fubfervient  to  lucrative  tem- 
^*  poral  Views  ? "  Does  it  not  tend  to  dcftroy  all 
Diflindtion  betwixt  falfe  Religion  and  trae,  and  to 
piake  even  true  Religion,  where  ever  a  falfe  one  is 
cftabliftied,  '*  sun  Union  againft  Law  ? "  which  the 
Examiner^  pag.  2(6,  tells  us,  *'  is  a  Confpiracy  a- 
^'  gainft  Government."  Does  not  all  this  knd  to 
pbftmdl  the  Progrcfi  and  Growth  of  true  Religion  In 
the  World  ?  The  fakers  think  it  does :  And  have 
therefore,  to  their  very  great  temporal  Lofe  and  In- 
convenience, bom  an  upright  znd  faithful  Teftimony 
againfl  the  Continijance  of  a  Superjiition  of  fuch  a 
Tendency.  In  doing  which  they  humbly  apprehend, 
that  they  have  difcharged  a  goodConfcience^  and  have 
adted  nothing  inconfifient  with  the  Duty  either  of 
good  Cbriflians^  or  oi faithful  znd.  peaceable  SubjeSls. 

Another  frequent  Objdftipn  is,  That  the  Quakers 
are  oBftinate :  But  this  they  need  not  be  folicitQus  to 
refute,  bccaufe  it  cannot  hurt  them ;  the  Words  Ob^ 
ftinacy  and  Contumacy^  when  ufcd  by  Ecclefia^ick%^ 
being  generally  accepted  for  no  oxW  ^w  \x\«fe 
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Terms  of  Art,  by  them  commonly  applied  to  cvpry 
confcientknis  Man  who  has  Underidanding  and  Coa- 
ragc  enough  to  oppoie  their  Power  and  Intcreft. 

We  add  no  more  in  this  Place,  than  that  we  have, 
in  the  following  Vindication^  endeavoured  to  trace 
the  Examiner  Step  by  Step,  to  confider  every  thing 
in  his  Performance  that  has  the  Appearance  otArgu- 
menty  and  to  fhew  that  he  frequently  miftakes  hmi- 
felf,  in  thinking,  that  he  has  "  Ipoken  home  and  to 
«  the  Purpofe;^  * 


MM 


SECT.    L 

^e  Examiner's  Introduction  conjider'd^   and  the 
Credibility  office  Brief  Account  confirmed. 

TH  E  Brief  Account y  &c.  is^  in  the  whole  and 
every  Part  of  it,    an  humble  Submiflion  of 

flain  FaEls  to  the  Conlideration  of  the  Legillatuit. 
The  Examiner  chufes  to  call  it  "  a  complicated 

•*  Charge  of  Ill-will,  Vexatioufneis  and  Oppreflion, 
— brought  by  the  fakers — to  obtain  an  Altera- 
tion of  the  Law  in  their  Favour,"    or,    lays  he, 

**  in  other  Words,  to  encourage  andjupport  the  Qua- 

**  ker  in  fetting  up  a  rights    upon  the  Flea  ofConJci- 

"  encCj  to  another  Mans  Efiatey 

Thefe  latter  Wcrds^  he  tells  us,  are  borrowed  from 

the  Author  of  the  Country  Parjori^  Plca^  whom,  in 

Gratitude  for  fo  friendlv  a  Loan,  he  invefts  with  the 

Title  of  "  a  moft  excellent  Writer  " 

Thofc 
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Thofc  JFordSy  as  ufed  at  firft  by  that  Writer,  ia 
the  Heat  of  his  Zeal  endeavouring  to  incenfe  the 
Houje  of  Commons  againft  the  Bill  then  under  their 
Confidcration,  were  applied,  tho'  abufively  to  the 
Bill,  yet  feafonably  to  his  own  purpofe ;  but  as  they 
are  now  refumed  by  the  Examiner,  they  are  ill  timed, 
they  convey  a  Reneftion  no  lefs  injurious  to  that  part 
of  the  Legijlature^  than  to  the  fakers.  The  £x- 
aminer  we  prefume  cannot  be  ignorant,  that  the 
*  prefent  HouJe  of  Commons  did  by  a  great  Majority 
pafs  the  Bill  then  before  them  for  "  an  Alteration  of 
"  the  Law  in  favour  of  the  fakers  ;"  and  does  he 
now  call,  what  he  knows  they  approved,  ^^jin  Encou^ 
raging  and Jupporting  the  Quaker,  in  Jetting  up  a 
right  to  another  Mans  Efiate"'  ?  Does  not  this  im- 
port an  unbecoming  Refledtion  on  the  Wifdom  and 
Juftice  of  that  Aflcmbly  ?  And  is  it  not  remarkable, 
that  a  Man  who  charges  the  fakers  with  oppofing 
the  La^y,  (hou'd  be  fo  very  unguarded,  as,  almoft  in 
the  lame  Breath,  to  repeat  an  Expreflion  void  of  due 
Refpcdl  and  Decency  toward  the  Legillators  ? 

The  Examiner  goes  on,  and  fays,  that  "  the  Ex- 
planation by  which  he,  viz.  the  Author  of  the 
Country  Parfon's  Plea^  inforces  and  illaftrate&  the 
Aflcrtion  in  the  Paragraphs  immediately  follow- 
ing, expreflcs  the  fundamental  Point  upon  wliich 
this  Difpute  turns  with  a  Force  and  Clearnefe, 
that  mufl  be  very  acceptable  to  every  Reader  of 
Tafte  and  Judgment."  Paragraphs  thus  applauded 
are  mofl  reafonably  iiifpeded :  Had  they  really  fuch 
a  Force  and  Clearnefs  of  thcmfelves,  bis  Encomiums 
would  be  mere  Vanity  :  No  Man  that  has  Eyes  needs 

to 
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to  be  tbld  that  the  Sun  is  Bright :  But  doubdefs  the 
Examiner*s  Wifdom  fees  fome  Neccflity  for  this 
fmooth  Attempt  of  anticipating  his  Readers  Judg- 
ment :  In  all  probability  he  very  well  knows,  that 
the£c  Jine  Paragraphs  were  anfwered  almoft  as  fbon 
as  written^  with  a  Strength  of  Reasoning,  which  (hut 
up  his  "  moft  Excellent  Writer"  in  prudent  Silence^ 
and  was  never,  that  we  know  of,  ytt  replied  to.  \Vc 
ihall  tranfcribe  fome  Part  of  that  An/mr^  that  the 
Reader  may  judge  on  which  Side  of  theQueilion  the 
Force  and  Clearnefs  lies  : 

This  *  prodigious  Ufiirpaticn,  {viz.  of  -f-  Tithes) 
upon  the  Property  of  Mankind,  makes  the  Bill  be- 
fore us  more  abfolutcly  Necefliry^  and  moves  all 
Indignation  againft  the  Parfon,  who  foggefts.  Hat 
the  Bill  will  encourage  the  Quaker  in  fitting  up  a 
*'  Rights  upon  the  Plea  ofConJciencey  to  another  Marii 
Efiatel 

I  faid  to  my  felf, 
Doth  not  the  Country  Parfbn  appeal  to  every 
•'  Man's  Confcience,  when  he  demands  Tithe  oidi^ 
"  vine  Right  ? 

"  When  he  claims  it  as  a  Duty  to  God  ? 
"  And  muft  he  not  (6  far  allow  the  ^akert 
"  Confcience  to  decide  ? 

"  But 
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*  See  an  Anfwer  to  the  Country  ParfonV  Plea,    hy  ^ 
Member  of  the  Hou/e  6f  Commons^  pag.  64, 

t  ff^cb  be  there  complains  of,  a$  ^ube  Eaft-Wind 
*«  that  withers  the  Fruity  /i&^  Caterpillar  that  defiroys  the 
"  Harvejl  in  the  Ear^  the  Locuft  that  preys  uppn  the  Pro- 
"  perty  of  the  Ricby  and  eats  up  the  Bread  of  the  Poory  an 
**  Harpy  that  carnti  Low-Suitt  in  on€  Claw^  and  Famine 
*'  in  another y  thai  Aevouri  wbal  tbc  ^ubWcV.  'Taxu  ^^ott ^  w^i 
*'  is  more  inexorable  tban  an  Exd[t:' 
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**  Btit  feys  the  Paribn,  (as  13  now  repeated  fcy  the 
*'  Examiner,  pag,  12.) 

"  Iwijb  the  Quakcfs  Confcience  could  be  eieamimd 
**  in  this  Point,  h  be  a  Land'O^ner  f  Let  bim'be 
'*  ffjked  upon  bis  Con/cience,  tehetber  be  paid  any  Cmfi- 
"  deration  to  the  Vender  of  tbi  Land  beyond  the  ufital 
"  Frice,  and  upon  a  Suppojition  that  no  'tithes 
"  would  he  due  from  his  Land.  Is  be  a  Farmer?  Let 
"  him  he  ajked  whether  be  pays  more  Rent  than  a 
"  Church-Man  ujed  to  give  for  the  Farm,  and  in 
''  Conf deration  of'  bis  paying  no  tithe.  If  he  cannot 
"  lay  that  he  either  bought  or  hired  the  Tithe ^  (and 
"  he  can  fay  neither)  •what  title  hath  he  to  it  ? 
"  I  muft  here  obftrvc,  that 

"  The  Country  Farjon  lays  down  a  Lam  ofPrb- 
*'  perty  by  this  Examination  of  the  ^aier's  Con-  ■ 
"  fciencc.  ' 

'*  A  Propofitioni 

"  That  if  any  Burden  iipoii  Land  (hall  continue 
"  till  it  leflen  the  Value  of  our  Lands,  it  then  be- 
"  comes  a  Property  in  the  Ufiirpersi  and  the  landed 
"  Men  fhall  never  be  difchat^cd,  becaufc  all  luble- 
*'  quent  Purchafcs  are  made  with  the  Confideration 
"  ef  fuch  an  Incumbrance  Upon  the  Land. 

"  There  are  three  remarkable  Cafes  in  our  Hit 
**  tory,  which  will  fall  under  this  Propofition. 

"  I.  Theancient  Rome-Scot  or  Peter-fence  was  a 
"  Penny  charged  upon  every  Houfe  by  Ina  King  of 
"  the  IVeJl-Saxons  being  at  Rome  in  Pilgrimage 
"  Anno  720,  and  by  Offa  King  of  the  Mercians 
*'  Anno  794,  to  fuftain  the  Englijb  School  there. 
"  It  amounted  t©  three  Hundred  Marks  and  a  Noble 
"  Yearly  for  the  whole  Realm,  and  was  paid  to  the 
"  See  of  Rome  on  the  Feaft  of  St.  Peter  ad  ^tticuia^ 


cc 

u 

cc 
cc 


(    10   ) 

^'  being  the  iirft  Day  oi  Auguft^  till  it  vn%  abo^ 
lifhcdby  Parliament,  25  Hen.  8.  Anno  IC34« 
**  2,  The  Ancient  Dane-Gtlt  was  a  Tribute  of 
one  Shilling,  and  afterwards  of  two  Shillings^  upon 
every  Hide  of  Land,  originally  levied  for  clearing 
^  Seas  oi  Danip  Pyrates,     or  for  purchafing 

^<  Peace  of  them,    as  by  Etbelredy   who  raiied  for 

^^  thisPurpofe^  ift,  loooo/.  next  i6poo/,then  36000/. 
and  Iftftly  48000/.  Edward  the  Con&ilbr  releafed 

^'  this  Tax  ;    it  was  levied  again  by  the  Conqueror^ 
and  by  Wm.  Rufus^    but  it  was  releafed  by  Henry 

«'  the  firft,  and  finally  ty  K.  Stephen. 

3.  The. ancient  Subiidy  given  from  Year  to 
Year  by  Parliament  was  uiiially  as  in  the  14th  of 
Edward  the   3d.  Stat.  Cap.   18.     Ih  Prelates^ 

*^  Earlsy  Barons^  and  all  the  Commons  of  the  Realm ^ 
grant  to  the  King  the  Ninth  Lamb^  the  Ninth 
Fkece^  the  Ninth  Sheaf,  and  of  Cities  and  Boroughs 
•  *^  /i&^  wry  Ninth  Part  of  all  their  Goods  and  Chat^ 

.  **  /^/i  to  be  taken  by  two  Tears  to  come. 

Numerous  Inftances  of  the  like  Subfidies  may 

**  be  fecn  in  RaflaT^  Abridgment. 

Now  in  all  thefc  Cafes,  viz. 
I.  In  the  Cafe  of  the  Peter-pence,  which   con- 
tinued a  Rent  Charge  on  Houfes  for  the  Ipace  of 

*^  800  Years  : 

^*  2.  In  the  Cafe  of  Dane^Gclt,  which  continued 
a  Rent  Charge  upon  Land  for  the  Space  of  300 
Years ;     And, 

3.  In  the  Oife  of  the  iV';;7/i&  Part  of  the  Pro- 

*^  duce  of  the  Land,  and  the  Ninth  Part  of  the  Sul>- 

'*  jcds  Goods,  which  continued  very  long  the  ufual 

"  Subfidy  to  the  Crown  ; 

"The  Value  of  the  Lands  oi  England  became 
^'  impaired  by  Rcafon  o^  ^^Ctox^^^  ^5\d  every 
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Purchaier  paid  a  leis  Price  whilA  iiidi  Iiicum^ 
brance  continued  upon  thcnu 
'^  But  would  our  Anccflors  have  Jbifered  either 
the  Pope,  or  the  Crown j  to  examtoe  the  Confci-' 
ences  of  the  People  of  England  in  the  abford 
Manner  of  this  Country  Ftxrpn  ?  Would  it  have 
been  endured,  cither  to  fct  up  a  Right  in  Con^^ 

"  Jcience  to  the  Perpetuity  of  Petef^pm^e,  or  Dane^ 

"  Gelt,  becaufe  every  modern  Purchaier  had  bought 

*^  his  Houfe  or  Land  the  cheaper  by  reafon  of  £jcfr 
Burthens  upon  them. 

Doubtleis  the  fame  Queilions  might  have  beeir 
asked  in  the  Cafe  of  Pettr^pence  and  of  Dane^Gtlt^ 

**  as  in  the  Cafe  of  T'ithe,  and  the  iame  AnfweiB 

^  muft  have  been  returned. 

But  the  Parfon  asks  farther. 
If  you  bought  your  Lands  and  Ttnetnenti  mtb 
tbeje  Incumbrances  upon  them^  what  Right  have  yon 

**  ever  to  be  freed  from  them  ? 
*^  I  anfw«r,  that  I  have, 
**  The  Right  of  a  free  Subjedt,  to  enjoy  the  Pro- 

<*  duce  of  his  own  Labour  ; 

"  The  Right  of  an  EttgKJb^man,  to  en}c^  his  own 

"  Pofleffion  free  and  clear   of  all  unxeafonable  In- 

*'  cumbrances; 

"  And  my  Title  to  the  incumbred  Part  of  my 

"  Eflate  is  fo  far  good,  as  any  other  Man's  Title  to  it 

**  is  bad. 

"  If  I  buy  an  Eftatc  with  a  Rent-Charge^  an  An-- 

•*  nuity,  or  a  Mortgage  upon  it,  and  thefe  Incum-r 
brances  fliall  be  confidered  in  the  Purchafe,  yet  if 
afterwards  it  appears,  that  the  Pcrfons  claiming 
this  Rent-Charge,  this  Annuity,  or  tWs  Mortgage^ 

*^  never  had  any  jufl  Right  therein  5 
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**  Am  I  bound  to  make  their  bad  Title  gdod  m 
"  Law  or  Confciencc,  becaufe  I  bought  the  Eftate 
'*  cheaper,  on  Suppofition  that  they  had  lawful  In- 
*^  cumbrances  upon  it  ? 

*•  In  the  Pofleffion  of  Land,  I  am  in  the  Condi^ 
^'*  tion  of  the  prime  Occupant.  I  am  not  bound  to 
*^  (hew  my  Title  to  any  Man  :  I  am  not  hound  to 
]^  fhcw  that  I  bought  it  or  inherit  it. 

**  It  is  (iifficient  that  I  poiTefs  it,  unleft  he  can 
^*  (hew  a  prior  or  better  Right  to  it 

"  And  whether  I  bought  my  Freehold  cheaper 
**  or  dearer,  I  am  by  Law  and  Confciencc  intituled 
^'  to  hold  it  as  free  and  clear  as  if  I  had  held  it  from 
<?  the  Creation  of  the  World. 

"  If  when  the  ancient  Subfidy  of  a  ninth  Part 

had  gained  Eftablifliment  by  Courfe  of  Time,  the 

Pufchafe  of  Lands  became  cheaper  by  rcafon  of 

*^  this  Exaftibn,  would  not  the  Grown  have  had  an 

Eftate  of  Perpetuity  in  the  ninth  hamb^  the  ninth 

Fleece^  the  jiinth  Sheafs  and  the  ninth  Part  of  the 

Goods   of  all  the  Subjedts,  by  the  fame  Rule  of 

Confciencc  as   the   Clergy  claim  an   Eftate    in 

^*  the  Tenth  ?   Becaufe  the  Continuance  of  the 

f'  Ufurpation  had  lower'd  the  Rents  of  all  the  Land?. 

*^  This  Dodrine  of  gaining  an  Eftate  in  Perpe^ 

tiiity  through  any  Impofition  upon  Land,   tvhicli 

^'  by  Length  of  Time  makes  the  Value  of  it  Ic/s  in 

fubfcquent  Alienations,  and  by  pretended  Equity, 

the  Intereft  in  it  lefs  to  all  new  Purcliafers, 

Is  of  dangerous   Confequence    to   th?  whole 
Landed  Interest  of  this  Kingdom. 

It  eftabliihcs  a  Right  fomewhere  in  a  PERPr- 
TUAL  Land  Tax  ;  becaufe  within  forty  or  fifty 
Years  Time,    fince   the   Land   hath. born    this 
V  Charge,  theVa\ucot  L^\\\i  \\vi\!tv  $i\vc\^^^         in 
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*^  Proportion^  and  two  Thirds  of  the  Lands  of 
**  England,  having  within  that  Time,  by  Purchafe 
or  Exchange,  pafTed  into  the  Hands  of  new 
Owners,  (as  may  probably  be  the  Cafe  of  all  our 
Lands  before  this  Tax  can  be  releas'd)  therefore 
the  Land  Oivner,  who  bought  his  Land  fubjcdt 
to  the  ufual  Land-Tax,  Ihall  in  Equity  and  Con- 
"  fcicnce  be  for  ever  liable  to  pay  two,  three,  or 
"  four  Shillings  in  the  Pound,  by  reafori  of  his 
having  bought  the  Land  cheaper. 

And  the  Country  Par/on  ihall  ask  him.thefe' 
"  Juitile QutHions  :  Is  he  a  Landowner?  Let  him 
be  asked  upon  his  Confcieftce,  whether  he  paid  any 
*'  Conjideration  to  the  Vender  of  tJje  Land  beyond  the 
'*  ufual  Price,  and  upon  Suppojition  that  no  Land- 
^-  Tax  would  be  due  from  his  Land.  L  he  a  Farmer  ? 
Let  him  be  asked  upon  his  Confcience,  whether  he 
pays  more  Rent  than  ufcd  to  be  given  for  the  Farm, 
and  in  Conjideration  of  his  paying  no  Land^Tax. 
If  he  cannot  fay,  that  he  either  bought  or  hired  the 
Land-Tax ;  {and  he  can  jay  neither)  what  Title  has 
he  to  it  ?  And  therefore  there  mujl  be  anotljer  Owner 
^'  who  hath  a  juft  Title  to  it. 

From  Rules  of  Property  and  Rights  of  E/iates, 
fuch  as  this  Coimtry  Parfbn  would  cftablilh,  it 
mud  follow  that  no  Ulurpation  on  the  Lands  of 
a  Kingdom  could  ever  be  refumed  confidently 
**  with  Confcience  ;  that  the  Foundations  of  Eccle- 
fiafticks  in  the  Church  oiRomc  it  Iclf  ought  not 
to  be  taken  away,  becaufc  the  Priclls  have  the 
legal  Eflate  veiled  in  tiiem  ;  tliat  the  Impoiitions 
of  arbitrary  Power  become  Matter  of  Right  inPer- 
fons  who  can  work  the  ancient  Land-Owners  out 
of  their  Inheritances  ;  and  that  if  Ship  Money 
had  been  cxadled  for  a  Ltn'^lU  oi  TW^^  \i\^ti 
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*'  Value  of  oar  Lands  had  ibnk  nnder  the  Eza&i- 
^'  ODS,  new  Purcba/ers  would  have  had  no  Right  to 
««  have  been  eafed  of  tbo  Burthen,  becaufe  they 
^  would  have  bought  the  Land  charged  with  i^  and 
**  cheaper  by  reafon  of  it 

^^  In  (hort  fuch  Oonfequences  are  unavoidable  from 
<<  thk  Part  of  the  Country  Farfmi%  Plea,  that  were 
•*  he  to  (hew  himielf  in  bis  proper  Figure^  fpeaking 
in  this  Manner  againft  the  Right  of  the  People 
of  England  to  enjoy  their  own  Lands,  an  tm" 
peaching  Parliament  might  probably  charge  him 
^  as  an  Enemy  to  Property^  a  Betrayer  of  the  Rirbts 
^  and  Liberties    of  the  Peopk^     advancing   falje 
^  DoSrines  of  dangerous  Confetpance  to  the  Omftitu- 
tion  of  the  Kingdom^    and  which  tend  to  Jwoert 
the  Protcftant  Religion^   to  obJiruSi  all  Reforma-- 
tion  in  the  Chriftian  Churchy  to  revive  Fopcry  and 
Popifh  Foundations  J ,  and  to  iiibjcd  the  Commons  of 
this  Realm  to  the  Toke  of  enormous  Ecckjiaftical 
Power.^-"^  • 

^'  Leaving  him  to  the  Difcipline  of  (uch  Nati« 
onal  Juftice,  when  ever  it  fliall  find  him, 
I  totally  deny  him,  or  any  Perfon  living,  to 
poflefs  any  Eftate  in  the  Land,  by  reafon  of  its 
*f  having  been  lower'd  in  Value,  through  an  unjuft 
'^  Impofition ;  I  conceive  his  Claim  of  Tithes  to 
**  have  no  other  Foundation,  in  Law  or  Confcience, 
**  than  Peter^ptnce  had  before  it  was  aboliihed  by 
"  Aft  of  Parliament ;  I  conceive  them  both  to  have 
**  been  Ufiirpations  of  the  feme  Nature  which  grew 
(<  and  obtained  in  the  Times  of  Darknefs  and  De- 
votion, through  the  Craft  of  a  mercenary  Clergy, 
and  the  Superftition  of  a  blind  deluded  Laity  ;  I 
likewifb  apprehend,  that  as  the'Wifdom  of  Pir- 
*'  h'ament  utterly  aboYAied  ^'^  ovi^^  bwasifc  It  im- 


cc 
cc 
cc 

cc 
cc 


cc 
<c 
cc 


cc 
cc 

C4 


(  '5  ) 


€c 

cc 

cc 
cc 


povcri(h*d  the  Kingdom,  fo  the  Reprefentatives 
of  the  People  have  not  only  a  Right,  but  are 
bound  in  Duty  to  moderate  the  other,  whenever 
it  (hall  be  exorbitant  in  its  Amount,  or  oppret- 

"  five  in  its  Exactions. 

"  But  becaufe  the  Efkte  of  the  Clergy  in  Tithe  is 
fo  much  infifted  on  as  their  Right  in  Conjcience^  it 
may  be  fit  to  enquire  on  what  Confideration  they 
had  their  Original  Grants.  The  Confirmation  of 
King  Stephen  is  an  Evidence  of  this  Kind,  the 

"  Preamble  to  which  is  as  follows,  "oiz. 

*  Becaufe  through  the  Providence  of  divine  Mercy 
we  know  it  to  be  Jo  ordered^  and  by  the  Churches 
publijhing  it  far  and  near  every  Body  hath  heard^ 
that  by  the  Dijlribution  of  Alms^  Perjbns  may  be 
abjblvedfrom  the  Bonds  of  Sin,  and  acquire  the 
Rewards  q/'heavenlyjoysi  /Stephen  by  the  Grace 
of  God  King  of  England,  being  willing  to  have  a 
Part  with  them,  who  by  an  happy  kindofl'rading^ 
exchange  heavenly  Things  for  earthly ,  and  fmitten 
with  the  Love  oj  Gody  and  for  the  Salvation  of  my 
own  Souly  and  the  Souls  of  my  Father  and  Mother, 

**  and  all  my  Forefathers  and  Anceftors  (confirm 

'*  Tithes  and  other  Donations  to  the  Church.) 

"  After 
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**  ^  Quoniam  divina  Mifcricordia  providcntc  cogno- 
•'  vimus  cfle  difpoficum,  &  longe  laccquc  pncdicanre 
"  Ecclefia  fonat  omnibus  auribus  divulgaturr,  quod 
*'  Eloemosinarum  largitione  poflunt  abfolvi  vincula 
pcccacorum,  &  acquiri  Cceleftium  prcmia  Gaudio- 
rum;  Ego  Stephanus  Dti  Gratia  Anglorum  Rex, 
**  Partem  habere  volcns  cum  illis,  qui  faelici  commercio 
•*  ccclcftia  pro  terrcnis  commutanr,  Dt\  amore  com- 
**  pundtus,  cc  pro  Salute  animae  mea^,  et  Pacrli  vcjA 
•*  Matrisque  mc«  et  ommum  Pat^uxum  ^t«^M^^  ^ 
"  AncccelTorum,  ^c^ 
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After  (uch  a  Specimen  as  this,  I  cannot  have 
the  Icaft  Doubt,  that  Eftates  given  under  fuch 
**  Confidcrations  arc  of  all  others  the  moH:  proper 
^  for  the  Difpofition  of  Parliament." 

Perhaps  this  Manner  of  Reafoning  may  rclifh  as 
well  to  iomc  Readers  of  Taftc  and  Judgment,  as 
that  of  the  Country  Parjbn. 

But  what  if  the  ^(akerov  Farmer^  in  his  Turn, 
(hould  become  Querift,  and  ask  the  Parfbn  open 
his  Confcience,  by  what  Right  he  claims  the  Tenib 
ot  the  Produce  of  his  Land  ?  Does  he  claim  it  by 
Inheritance,  or  by  Virtue  of  any  Condition  annexed 
to  the  Inheritance  ?  Did  he  ever  pay  any  Confidfeni- 
tion  either  by  way  of  Purchafe  or  Rent  to  the  Land 
Owner  or  the  Farmer  ?  Or  has  he  a  Deed  of  Gift  of 
the  Tithe  from  cither  of  them  ?  If  he  cannot  lay  that 
he  has  it,  cither  by  Inheritance,  Purchafc,  Hire, 
or  Gift  of  the  Owner,  (and  he  can  fay  neither)  what 
Title  has  he  to  it  ?  He  would  poflefs  himfelf  of  it, 
and  cannot  pofllbly  fliew  any  Right  to  it ;  how  then 
can  he  in  Ccnfcicncc  interrupt  his  Neighbour  in  the 
quiet  Pofleflion  of  his  own  Right  ?  To  all  this  the 
Parfon's  Anfwer  is  very  concife  :  'Tw2i^  Formerly^ 
hy  Divine  Right 'y  but  that  not  fuiting  the  prelent 
Times,  is  laid  afide,  for  a  Seafon  at  leaft,  till  fome 
fortunate  Crifis  of  returning  Night  Ihall  favour  its 
Refumption.  'Tis  Now^  by  the  Law  of  the  Land; 
but  in  that  he  inverts  the  good  Order  of  Things,  by 
making  the  Lav/  of  the  Land  the  Foundation  of 
Cojijciefice  and  Right :  Whereas  Con/cience  and  Right 
are,  or  (hould  be,  the  Foundation  of  the  Law  of 
the  Land;  and  when  they  are  not,,  (which  every 
Body  muft  admit  to  have  fometimes  been  the  Cafe) 
how  far  the  Laic  of  the  Land  is  binding  upon  Mens 
Conicienccs,  wc  \ca%x  Xo  ^^  EiXaminer  ^  ^xxd  his 
''  mofl  exccUcnt  \VuXcx"  to  ^tx^\mvc«:. 


(  '7  ) 

^Vc  libpc  what  has  been  laid  may  fuffice  to  aflift 
the  Reader  in  forming  a  right  Judgment  concern- 
ing the  "  Fundamental  Point/'   and  proceed. 

The  Examhier,  pag.  2.  obferves,  "  that  the 
'*  Brief  jiccount  was  publifhed  to  fupport  a  Rcqueli 
"  oppofite  to  the  firft  Principles  of  foiind  Policy." 
Had  we  Room  here  for  fuch  an  Enquiry,  we  doubt 
not  but  it  would  appear,  that  not  the  Wifiom,  but 
the  Wmkneji  of  the  People,  was  the  earlieft  Pro- 
moter of  the  Power  of  the  Priejis :  But,  be  that  as  it 
will,  we  are  very  certain,  thsx  xhtjirji  Principles  q£ 
Chriftianity  inflruft  Men  in  a  dired  Way  to  Hap^ 
pineft,  without  any  abfolute  Ncceflity  for  then- 
Guidance.  He  adds,  "  and  made  to  the  Legiflatora 
*'  by  an  Handful  of  the  Nation  agaiiill  the  whole" 
only  foftning  thefe  laft  Words  with  a  Parenthefw, 
"  (lo  far  as  any  Members  of  the  Community  have 
"  an  Intereft  in  Tithes)"  He  Ihould  have  faid,  fo 
far  as  any  Members  oj  the  Community  interefled  in 
'Tithes  have  dx/en  the  Jeverefi  Methods  of  recovering 
them :  But  in  what  Senfc  thofe  Members  of  the  Com~ 
munity  can  be  called  the  'whole  Nation  he  has  not  yet 
explained. 

He  farther  tells  u>,  "  that  the  Reputation  of  the 
"  Clergy  is  more  immediately  ftmck  at  in  this 
"  Complaint  i"  How  fo  ?  Our  jiccount  of  FaUSy 
(o  far  as  they  relate  to  any  of  the  Clergy,  affeft  only 
thofe  who  did  them,  and  fuch  others  as,  confcious 
of  their  own  Inclination  to  do  the  like,  endeavour 
to  defend  them;  thefe,  very  few  in  comparifon  of 
the  whole,  are  all  the  Perfons  of  the  Clergy  by  us 
complained  of :  We  readily  admit,  that  many,  we 
hope  the  far  greater  Part  of  the  prefent  Clergy,  ate 
of  a  more  moderate,  peaceable,  auA  CWx'^Jvi.vTttTCte- 
pcr ;  nor  can  we  perceive  iot  wV^X  Y-^'a'i^'^  '^^'^ 
(2  E,>:flin\TWf, 
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Examiner^  and  a  few  others,  appear  fo  fond  of  ex- 
tending to  the  whole  Clergy,  a  Complaint  limited 
only  to  thcmfelves  j  unlefs  it  be,  in  point  of  Policy, 
to  palliate  their  own  Guilt  under  the  Innocence  of 
the  better  Part  of  their  Fraternity. 

The  next  Thing  worth  Notice,  is  the  Examiner's 
Objcdions  to  the  Credibility  of  our  Account. 

He  fancies,  pag.  3,  that  he  has  made  "  a  com- 
•*  pleat  Difcovery"  of  what  we  never  had  a  Thought 
of  concealing,  viz.  "The  Nature  of  the  Original 
"  Memoirs"  upon  which  the  Brief  Account  was 
compiled.  We  have  it  feems,  fome  where  "  cx- 
•"  prefly  declared  that  the  Cafes  of  the  Brief  Ac^ 
*'  f©«/«/ were  collected  from  Memoirs  of  the  Fa<Ss 
regularly  cntred  in  writing,  when  and  as  they  were 
tranfadted,"  upon  which  he  repeats  an  Objedtion, 
pag.  4.  "  That  the  Entries  in  thofe  Memoirs  were 
moft  probably  made  upon  the  Relation  and  Cre- 
dit of  the  Perfon  profccuted."  This  he  haftily 
calls  "  a  grofs  Partiality  of  depending  upon  AUe- 
"  gations  of  one  Side  only,"  for  want  of  confider- 
ing,  that  an  original  Complaint,  or  firft  Narrative, 
of  Injuries,  whether  real  or  fuppofed,  cannot  in  its 
own  Nature  have  any  other  Dependence:  The  Per- 
fon complained  of  has  doubtlefs  a  Right  *^  to  be 
•'  heard  in  his  Turn:  "  The  Ridkers  were  fo  far 
from  denying  their  Oppofers  that  Right,  that  they 
did  with  all  Readinefs,  by  publilhing  the  Particulars 
of  their  Complaint,  put  into  the  Hands  of  their  Pro- 
fecutois  the  moft  ample  Opportunity  of  being  io 
heard.  They  might  eafily  forefee  what  Ufc  unge<* 
nerous  Adveriaries  would  make  of  fuch  their  open 
Freedom,  by  turning  every  Stone,  and  fearching 
every  Corner,  for  colourable  Pretences  to  difguife 
ilcflions  not  other  wife  ^tfewSfc^a,   *XVw^  foi<ra.l  Ex- 
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amnations  of  the  Brief  Account,  heretofore  pub- 
liQied,  have  been  notable  Specimens  of  fuch  a  Policy, 
and  the  prefent  Examiner  appears  to  have  proceeded 
on  the  like  Views. 

He  cites,  pag.  4.  a  Yearly-Meeting  Epiftle  in 
1732,  defiring  "  all  Quarterly  and  Monthly  Meet. 
"  ings  to  be  careful  to  advife  their  refpeftivc  Mem- 
"  bers  to  bring  in  the  Accounts  of  their  Sufferings," 
and  thence,  pag.  5.  by  Suppojitions  and  Imaginations 
of  hit.  own,  would  feem  to  draw  Inferences  in  no  ■ 
wife  dcducible  from  thofe  Premifes;  for  a  general 
Advice,  Xohnn^'in  Accounts  of  Sufferings,  can  have 
no  manner  of  Tendency  to  prove  any  Thing  re- 
IpeiSing  the  Method  of  drawing  up  thofe  Accounts. 

Among  other  his  Conjefturcs,  is  one  reflefting  on 
the  Quakers,  "  All  of  tliem,  fje  fays,  in  Point  of 
*'  Confcience,  deny  the  general  Right  to  Tithe,  and' 
"  perhaps  many  of  them  know  little  more  of  Tithe 
"  than  this,  that  it  is  fomcthing  they  are  determined 
"  not  to  pay."  To  obviate  this  Refleftion,  we  ftiall 
give  the  Examiner  a  few  (hort  Hints  of  Ibme  Things 
which  the  fakers  know  concerning  Tithes,  viz. 

I.  Ibey  know,  that  Tithes  under  the  Leviticaf 
Law  were  of  a  Ceremonial  and  Typical  Nature. 

If.  That,  as  fuch,  they  are  abrogated  and  at  an 
End  under  the  Gofpel  Difpcniation. 

III.  That  "Tithes  were  not  pid  in  the  primitive 
Chriftian  Church  for  the  firft  300  Years. 

IV.  That  as  the  Purity  of  the  Chriftian  DoArlnC 
became  gradually  corrupted  by  the  Errors  and  Inte- 
refts  of  Men,  they  reaflumed  and  preached  up  Tithei 
and  other  abolifhcd  Ceremonies  of^the  Mofaick  Law. 

V.  That  after  Tithes  were  again  preached  up, 
they  were  for  a  long  Time  only  urged  as  a  Duty  o^ 
Free-will,  Aims,  or  Offcrin^^,    y»q\.  vq  x^^  "^^^^^^ 

C  2  ^^'^^ 
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only,  but  alfo  for  the  Relief  of  the  Poor  an4  Stran- 
gers, and  other  Ufes  of  the  Church. 

VI.  That  in  proceft  of  Time  the  Popes  of  Romf^ 
by  the  antichriilian  Authority  of  their  Canons  and 
Decrees,  depriving  the  J^oor  of  their  Portion,  cfta- 
tliflicd  Tithes  to  be  paid  to  the  Priefts  under  Pain  of 
Excommunication. 

VII.  That  Tithes  thus  enforced  by  P^/^/ Decree?, 
as  a  Duty  to  God  and  Holy  Churchy  were  by  the 
grojs  Ignorance  and  Hind  Superjlition  of  Princes  and 
People  paid  to  a  Popijh  Clergy,  to  procure  Praycig 
for  the  Dead,  and  to  other  fuperilxtious  Ufes  not 
allowed  by  Protejlants. 

VIII  That  the  Ads  of  Parliament  made  for  Pay- 
ment of  TitheSy  are  grounded  upon  their  being  due 
to  Gc^and  Holy  Churchy  and  not  on  apy  Civil  Right 
or  Property  in  him  that  claims  them. 

IX.  That  the  Right  of  Tithes  hath  been  always 
controverted,  even  in  Times  of  Popery  ;  and  there 
were  always  thofe  who  withftood  the  Payment  of 
them ;  and  divers  of  the  Martyrs^  for  that,  among 
other  Things,  fufFered  in  the  Flames. 

X.  That  Tithes  fuperftitioufly  given,  in  Times  of 
Popery  in  this  Nation,  to  the  Clergy  of  the  Church 
of  RomCy  ought  in  Right  and  Conference  to  have 
peafed  when  that  Church  ceafed  to  be  National  here. 

XI.  That  TitheSy  confidered  as  a  Jewijh  Cere- 
mony, abrogated  by  the  Gofpel  of  Chrift,  are  to  be 
Certified  againll  by  all  true  Cbrijiians, 

XII.  That  Tithes^  confidered  a?  fupeiflitioufiy 
given  by  Papijis  to  Holy  Churchy  arc  neither  to  be 
paid  nor  received  upon  Principles  truly  Protcjlant. 

'  Thefe  few  Hipts  may  perhaps  fufficc  at  this  Time 
to  latisfy  the  Examirscry  that  many  of  the  ^uikcn 
knoyv  as  much  oi  T;tbcs  ^^  \K^  GcucLvility  of  the 
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Payers  of  them,  and  fome  of  th^  *  Receivers,  dot. 
We  forbear  ^t  prefent  to  ftew  hpw  pernicious  tjjc 
Exaftipn  of  them  is  tp  the  Liberty  ?oa  Property  of 
the  induftripus  HufbandwaP,  whofe  Grievances 
thereby  'twere  too  tedious  here  to  enumerate :  Gne-- 
vances^  whic|i  would  pot  fail  to  excite  Comp»flio|i 
even  in  the  moft  Obdurate ;  apd  pf  which  ure  (hall 
exhibit  a  particular  Account  w\^n  ever  the  Bx^mi^ 
tier  fhall  cal}  fqr  fuch  Information. 

He  fuppofes,  pag.  6.  that  **  moving  CoinpafSqn^ 
and  by  that  Means  procuring  Help  out  pt  a  ^m^ 
mon  Futidy  may  have  becji  the  ^{liers  priocipal 
Aim  in  drawing  up  hisMcinp'Uf  3  "  but  this  Sup^ 
pofition  is  utterly  talfc,  the  fakers  having  ^pi 
common  Fund  for  that  Purpofe,  and  thcrefpre  tl)e 
jSufferer  can  have  no  fucb  Aim. 

Again  he  conjectures  "  that  many  of  the  ^lyits 
^  fet  down  in  the  Year  1 696,  and  thethrep  folJk>w« 

*  ing  Yea:  3,  were  commenced  before  the  Seilion  in 
'  which  the  Ads  of  the  7th  and  8th  pf  K*  ffilliam 
'  III.  Chap.  j5.  34wer^  pafled,"  and  %s,    **  What 

*  is  thus  conjectured  is  fufficiently  verified  by  Faft,'* 
nftancing  fome  of  the  ^*  Cafes  that  ar?  the  Subje(3k 
'  of  this  Enquiry:'     This  Conjedure  we  ftwU  fijUy 

confider  in  its  proper  Place,  'vii^.  in  our  following 
Review  of  the  Cafts  by  which  he  pretends  'tis  ve- 
rified. 

His  next  Objection  to  the  Teftimony  of  the  Pra^ 

fecuted  is,  that  "  few  Men  dp  relate  their  owp  un^ 

?*  ea/y  Feelings  without  Ex(igger(itions:'     This  kind 

of 


^  Woo  either  are^  or  aficui  to  feem  fc  ignorant  thinius  oi 
toknow^  aileift  to  Jayy  little  ilfe  of  tben\>  tban  \V>«%  ^iwe^ 
ure  fomcching  the  Law  g\vc5  iV\^m  YoN^ti  \tt\.'j}*-^ 
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of  Objeftion  his  Prudence  might  have  omitted,  be- 
caufe  it  carries  far  greater  Force  againft  the  Profecu^ 
torSy  leeing  fewer  Men  do  relate  their  own  harih  and 
rigid  ASiions  without  Extenuation. 

In  Confequence  of  his  fuppofed  Defeats  and 
Om)ffior\^  oi  oot  original  Memoirs^  he  lays,  pag.  7. 
that  **  the  fakers  ought  to  have  related  many 
**  Things  more."  But  of  that  we  think  him  no 
competent  Judge :  His  Province  is,  not  to  tell  us 
what  we  (hould  have  related,  but  to  confute  what 
we  have  related.  "  But,  fays  be^  they  do  not  vcn- 
'^  ture  to  affirm  that  they  have  declared  the  whole 
•*  Trath :  '*  And  'tis  very  well  they  did  not  io  af- 
firm ;  for  doubtlefi  if  they  had,  his  captious  Enqui- 
ries might  have  diicovered  (bme  little  Circumftance 
or  other  which  had  efcaped  their  Notice. 

He  next  cites  us  £iying,  that  ^^  the  Sufiferings 
^*  were  of  fb  publick  a  Nature  as  might  exclude  all. 
"  Sufpicion  of  FaUhood."  This  he  is  pleafed  to 
call  "  a  confident  weak  Aflcrtion,'*  though  himfelf 
in  effcdt  grants  it,  when  he  fays,  "  fiich  Suit  might 
"  be  talkedof  whilfl:  it  was  depending,  within  the 
^  particular  Diflrift  where  it  arofc,"  And  is  not 
fucn  publick  Talk  a  reafonablc  Proof  of  the  being 
of  the  Thing  talked  of,  tho*  perhaps  (bme  particular 
Circumftanccs  might  be  forgotten  ? 

He  queries,  pag.  8.  "Is  it  not  moft  likely,  that 
•*  the  Caufes  and  Circumjiances  of  fuch  Suit  would 
not  be  diflindlly  known  by  many,  bcfides  the  re- 
fpeftive  Parties,  or  the  Agents  employed  by  them 
"  in  the  Management  of  it  ? "  By  this  Query  he 
plainly  admits  the  refpedtfve  Parties  and  their  A- 
gents  to  have  the  moft  diftindt  Knowledge  of  the 
Suit,  its  Caufis  and  Circumftances.  With  how  little 
Reaibn  docs  he  thcrvo\>\t5X  \o  oxxt  McYWiirs^  becaufe 
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they  probably  depend  upon  the  Credit  of  the 
Perjon  profecuted ;  '*  when  that  Perjbn^  according 
to  his  own  Conceflion,  muft  be  one  of  the  Parties 
who  "  have  the  moll  diftindt  Knowledge'*  of  the 
whole  Affair.  For  as  to  every  Body  elfc,  he  very 
well  obferves,  that  "  it  could  be  only  imperfectly 
"  known  at  firft/'  and  that  "  in  a  few  Years  it 
"  muft  of  courfe  be  in  a  good  meafure  forgotten  as 
"  to  the  Merits  of  it."  An  Obfervation,  by  which 
he  overthrows  the  whole  Force  of  the  Informations 
by  himfelf  produced,  which  in  a  great  meafiirc  de- 
pend upon  the  Teftimony  of  Perfons,  who  (by  his 
own  Conceflion)  muft  of  cou'rfe  in  a  good  meafure 
have  forgotten  the  Affair  as  to  the  Merits  of  it. 

He  comes  next  to  what  he  calls  "  ^  fundamental 
*^  Secret,"  which  it  feems,  not  hii  Sagacity,  but 
our  Indifcrction,  hath  revealed,  and  furnifli'd  him 
with  a  Key  to  that  which  never  had  any  Lock^  viz. 
the  Brief  Account,  for  'twas  made  on  purpofc  to 
ftand  open.  This  imaginary  Secret  he  fancies  to  be 
contained  in  the  following  Paragraph,  by  him  cited 
from  our  Second  Reply  to  the  Clergy  of  the  Dioceje  of 

Lichfield  and  Coventry,  pag.    19. "  The  Qua-- 

kers  were  very  careful  in  their  Brief  Account  to 
publifti  nothing  but  the  T^rutb  \  for  which  Reafon 
they  took  nothing  upon  Trw/?,  from  the  Uncer^ 
tainty  of  Memory  \  no  not  of  the  Sufferers  them- 
felves,  whofe  Accounts  given  at  tnc  Time  of 
'^  the  Fads  done,  muft  be  more  certain  than 
**  what  even  themfelves  may  remember  feveral 
*'  Years  after.  The  Vnaccuracy  therefore  of  fomc 
^-  of  our  Cafes,  which  the  D^/w^(fr  fo  often  and  fb 
"  needlefly  obferves,  proceeds  only  from  our  ftrift 
"  Regard  to  Truths  and  our  preferring  Certainty  t-c^ 
**  Accuracy.     We  could  ea&\y  Wv^  cv^v:^^^^vcv 
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•*  by  diftahf  Enquiries  and  dubious  Remembrances  i 
*^  but  fbat  Method  would  have  leficneJ  their  Force^ 
and  have  given  that  Advantage  to  our  Oppofers, 
which  they  now  fcek  in  vain.  Having  therefore 
really  pubiifhcd  the  Truths  and  nothing  but  the 
^rutby  without  any  fraudulent  Mixture,  we  have 
left  nothing  for  our  Advcrjaries^  \Vho  cannot  be 
qiiiet^  but  to  vex  and  weary  themfelvcs  with  fight- 
"  irig  agaitift  that  which  is  invincible'* 

72»/ithc  Examiner  calls  "  an  extraordinary  Para- 
"  graphj"  perhaps  from  his  extraordinary  Diflikc 
c5f  it :  'twas  written  iji  Defence  of  the  Brief  Account^ 
from  the  repeated  Cavils  of  an  Adverfary  about  its 
TJnaccuracy.  It  cftablidics  the  Credit  of  that  Ac- 
count upon  xhzjlri&eji  Rrgardio  Truth  in  the  Com- 
pofure  of  it.  It  fliews  that  the  ^/akerSy  in  coHe^ing 
their  CafeSy  did  not,  after  the  manner  of  this  and 
other  Examiners  of  them,  involve  themfclves  in  a 
Labyrinth  of  Confufiony  by  taking  Things  upon 
Tiuft,  from  the  Uncertainty  of  Memory^  and  reft- 
ing  the  Weight  of  their  Caufe  upon  the  feeble  Props 
of  dijiant  Enquiries,  and  dubious  Remembrances  of 
Perfons  by  whom  the  Caufe  "  muft  be  in  a  good 
"  meafiire  forgotten,  as  to  the  Merits  of  it."  For 
which  Reafon,  \[\tvc  Account  \%  as  far  preferable  to 
the  feveral  Ryaminations  of  it,  as  the  immediate 
Teftimony  of  IS  ye  and  Ear-jyitnefes  prefcnt,  taken 
at  the  Time  of  the  Faft  done,  is  to  that  of  Evide?jces 
barely  reporting  what  they  long  after  heard  feme  Per- 
fons  fay,  that  other  Perfons  have  faid,  concerning  it. 
The  Examiner y  pag.  lo.  gives  us  a  Specimen  of 
his  Dexterity  dt  perverting  a  Paflage  under  pretence 
of  explaining  it :  His  Comment  on  the  fore-cited 
Paragraph  uuas  \\\v\^,  ^^  TWl  k,  jcrvi  he^  in  moic 
*'  familiar  L;\n£a^^^,    \V^^^  Wn^  \^^ts.  ciL\s&ss.\^ 
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*'  declare  nothing  but  what  it  fuited  their  Purpbfe 
to  have  the  World  made  acquainted  with  :  And 
after  having  accufed  a  gfdtf  Number  of  Perfon«, 
whether  guilty  or  not,  have  dexterouily  contrived, 
with  all  the  Cunning  they  were  Mafters  of,  to 
*^  put  the  Proof  of  their  Innocence  out  of  their 
*^  Reach."  This  Comment  of  the  Examiner  is 
certainly  as  extraordinary  as  he  imagines  our  Para*- 
graph  to  be  2  Did  ever  any  Man  before  expeft,  that 
what  he  calls  an  Accujation  fhould  carry  in  it  Proofft 
of  the  Innocence  of  the  accufed  ?  Or  did  any  Perfoti 
accufed  ever  before  expeft  his  Defence  to  arife  from 
that  Quarter  ?  All  that  the  Examiner  has  faid  upon 
this  imaginary  "  Fundamental  Secret,"  amounts  tb 
no  more  than  this ;  that  if  the^^j^^rj  had  butcolleded 
their  Cafes  from  the  Uncertainty  of  Memory ^  or  had 
they  enlarged  them  by  dijiant  Enquiries^  and  dubt^ 
ous  Remembrances^  caujlejs  ConjeBures^  zndold  fVives 
TaleSy  he  could  by  the  like  Methods,  which  he  iias 
ailiduoufly  pradlifed^  have  produced  contrary  Proofs 
fufficient  to  have  confronted  fuch  a  CoUedlion  :  But 
the  fakers  Cunning  (it  fhould  be  Prudence)  having 
fuited  thofe  Ca/es  to  their  own  Purpo/e^  not  to  h\  by 
compofing  them  only  of  Jfjort  ^nd  fiubborn  Fadts,  has 
placed  them  above  the  Reach  of  any  Proofs  of  that 
Nature :  Tn/hort^  that  he  could  heartily  wifh  their  Ca- 
fes were  what  they  are  not^  that  himfelf  might  have 
been  capable  of  what  he  is  7v>t^  viz.  of  confuting  them. 
But  how  barren  (bever  the  fakers  Cafes  arc  of 
Matter  apt  to  the  Examiners  Purpofe,  yet  that  De^ 
feB  is  fupplied  by  the  Fertility  of  his  own  Imagina- 
tion, which  has  furniflied  him  with  a  Set  of  Suppo^ 
Jitions  zndCo?iJe^ures,  whereupon  he  has  indulged 
his  Eloquence  in  the  Exercife  of  as  many  Words, 
as  if  thole  Cafes  had  afforded  huivibm^  rtcX  S^uVjea. 

D  \^wv 
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'Men  of  fuch  copious  Invention^  and  aftivc  Spirit*, 
like  Spiders  and  Silk- worms,  have  always  within 
themfclvcs  Materials  fpr  their  own  Employment. 

From  the  following  Paflage  in  the  Preface  to  the 
Brief  Account y  pag,  lo.  "ciz.  - — ^  '*If  any  Perfoft 
*^  (hall  take  Offence  at  the  mention  of  his  Name  in 
'"  this.  Co//^^/V«,  let  him  conlidcr,  that  the  fakers, 
•'  who  chofe  not  this  Method,  but  fought  Redrefs 
**  without  it,  are  not  to  be  blamed :  For  when  the 
Veracity  of  a  People  is  called  in  queftion,  no 
Man  concerned  can  rep.fonably  exped  that  they 
fhould  be  more  tender  of  his  Reputation  than 
•*  their  own."  The  Examiner  infers,  pag.  i  r.  that 
••*  every  Perfon*s  Reputation  is  publickly  attacked, 
"  wboic  Name  is  mentioned  in  this  CoUcdHon." 
But  this  Inference  is  both  ///  exprejfed  znd  groumile/s. 
Tis  ///  exprejfed^  becaafe  the  Names  moft  frequently 
mentioned  in  this  ColleBion  are  thofe  of  our  own 
Friendsy  whofe  Reputation  is  not  attacked  thereby. 
^is groumllr/s,  becaufe  fome  Peifons  mzy  take  Offence 
without  reaion,  and  may  luppofe  their  Reputation 
attacked  when  it  is  not ;  and  to  fuch  Perlbns  only 
the  Pafliige  has  Relation.  To  infer  from  the  Pofli- 
biiity  of  lome  Mens  taking  Offence,  that  all  Men 
are  actually  injured,  is  an  abfurd  Conclufion. 

The  next  Pnnt  he  pretends  to  confider,  is  **  the 

"**'  Application   of  thefe  Memoirs  to  the  Brief  Ac^ 

**  count ^'  upon  which  he  obferves,  pag.    ii.   that 

"  This  Condition for  Demands  recoverable  by 

fi  the  ASls  made  in  the  7th  and  8th  of  K.  William 
f'  the  Third,  b-ing  in  the  Title-page  of  the  Brief 
*'  Account  afcribed  to  all  the  Proiccutions  contained 
**  in  it,  muft  of  courfe  be  applied  to  every  fingle 
*'  Piofecntion,  rs  much  as  if  this  Condition  had 
"  \^c\\  fubjoincdr  to  Vt \xvNN 01:^%  ^x VwwQ.lu— — That 
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is,  Jays  be^  the  whole  Credit  of  th^  Brief  Jlecei4nt% 

depends  upon  this  Condition's  being  tnily  aiqribed 

to  every  fingle  Profecution  that  is   infertcd  in  it^ 

unlefs  fiich  Profecucion  be  Specially  diftinguiflic4 

and  excepted."     But  do^s  he  not  knpw  that  w« 

have  fpecially  excepted  and  diftinguifhcd  fuch  Prp^ 

fecutions  ?  Have  we  not  told  him  in  the  Preface  to 

the  BrieJ  Account^  pag.   6,  7.    Tfeat  "  fome   Caw 

fes  are  inferted,  wherein  it  may  be  objedied,  that 

the  Tearly  Demand  was  not  recoverable  by  thoji 

"  ASls^  but  Care  has  been  taken  to  diftinguiflithemt 
by  fpecifying  the  particular  Sums  5  and  fiich  C»^ 
fes  being  but  few,  the  Surplufagc  of  our  Nuniber 
will  more  than  admit  of  their  Dedudtiop,  Npf 
do  we  know  of  any  Cafe  of  that  kind  which  if 
not  fo  diftinguiihed  ?  '*  This  takes  0way  thf 
Ground  of  his  Objcftion :  But  fuppofing  it  had  Wtj 
how  will  he  be  able  to  dcmonflrate,  that  *^  thp  whok 
Credit  of  the  Brief  Account  depends  upon  thip 
Condition's  being  truly  afcribed  to  every  fiflgle  Pro- 
fecution/' Is  it  not  obvious  to  every  one  who  reads 
that  Account,  that  each  fingle  Profecution  therein  is 
a  dlJlinSl  and  independent  Fa£t^  the  Truth  or  Falf 
/W  of  which  has  no  Relation  to  any  of  the  rcA; 
and  that  a  Miftake  in  one  of  them  is  no  more  ap- 
plicable to  all  the  others,  than  the  Examiners  Fal- 
lacy is  to  all  the  Clergy.  His  collufiv«  Method  erf" 
drawing  general  Conclujions  iTom  particular  Premijisy 
is  no  ground  for  fufpeding  other  Mens  Sincerity  ; 
nor  does  an  Error  in  fome  one  of  our  Cafes,  could 
he  fliewany,  at  all  dimini(h  the  Credit  of  the  reft. 
Had  we  been  found  in  fuch  a  manner  of  Arguing  as 
he  hcreufes,  how  would  he  have  called  it  "A  ri- 

**  diculous  Piece  of  Mockery, An  arch  Con- 

^'  trivance,  — —  An    idle  Soy^\\\^v^, &ixv\c&^ 

D  2  "'^  ^^^ 
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•^  upon  the  Undcrftanding  of  the  Nation, — — — A 
**  want  of  common  Modcfty,— ^ — And  a  Suppofiti- 
**  on  that  the  Reader  wants  common  Scnfe."  Thefc 
elegant  Specimens  of  his  Civility^  which  he  cauflelly 
*  has  beftow'd  upon  us,  we,  upon  this  real  and  juft 
Occafion,  return  from  whence  they  came. 

The  Examiner*n  Pretence,  pag.  12.  of  a  "  for- 
**  mal  Story  of  a  Profecution  being  told,  where  no 
•^  fiich  Profecution  ever  exifted,"  and  of  the  Certi- 
**  ficate  from  a  ^aker  himfelf  concerning  it,"  we 
(hall  confider  when  we  come  to  a  Review  of  the 
•(•  Cafe  he  refers  to. 

He  blames  us,  pag.  13.  for  not  confiilting  the 
Entries  and  Records  of  Courts  of  Law^  in  which 
the  Profecutions  were  carried  qn.  A  Method  unne- 
ceflary  to  us,  who  had  Records  of  our  own,  on  the 
Ciedit  of  which  we  could  intirely  depend  :  For 
which  Reafon,  we  were  content  to  leave  the  Entries 
and  Records  of  Courts  to  the  Search  of  our  Advcrla- 
ries  5  not  doubting,  what  the  Sequel  of  their  En- 
quiry has  fince  confirmed,  that  **  thefc  authentic 
^*  Vouchers  of  Fad"  had  prefcrved  a  Number  of 
them  fiifficient,  by  their  Identity,  to  eflablifh  the 
Credit  of  our  CoUeSiion. 

He  charges  us,  pag.  14.  with  Cavils  "  levelled 
^^  againft  the  Entries  and  Records  of  Courts,"  for 
no  other  Reafon  than  bccauie  wc  give  them  but 
their  juft  Weight.  "  They  have,  fizys  hey  Roundly 
^*  aflcrted,  that  no  Record  can  prove  nothing — Ithat 
^^  to  infer  no  Bill  li^as  fled  becaufe  none  is  founds  is 
^^  drawing  an  Inference  and  Conclufion  out  of  nothing : 
"  And  as  to  Exchcqntr  Bills  that  are  founds  they 
V  fay,  it  is  impojjibk  to  ground  any  real  Argument 

*^*  upon 
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f*  upon  the  fret^ied  IrutB  of  Exchequer  BilUl 
''  which  are  commonly  in  more  Particuiars  faije  than 
'*  true." 

How  does  he  confute  thefc  Aflertions  ? 

As  to  the  firft  of  them,  that  no  Record  can  pnyoe 
nothing,  heallcdges,  that  "the Force  of  an  ArgU' 
•'  mcnt,  drawn  from  the  ff^ant  of  Records,  is  to  bo 
"  eftimated  by  the  Manner  and  Degree  of  £xad- 
*'  ncfs  in  which  the  Records  of  that  Court  are  kept. 
"  Tiiis,  /ays  be,  every  one  feescanbebut  ajfrre^<w/s 
"  Argument,  and  it  \%  probable  in  the  Gitae  proper- 
**  tion  that  the  Bills  filed  and  prefcrved,  bear  to  the 
"  Bills  filed  and  loji  withm  the  Period  referred  to" 
This  in  effect  is  faying  nothing :  For  how  will  his 
Sagacity  difcover  that  Proportion  ?  He  may  indeed 
count  the  Bills  prefcrved,  but  unlefs  he  can  alfo 
number  the  Bills  that  arc  loft  (which  is  not  eafy  to 
do)  thpre  can  be  no  proportion  to  fix  his  Prohability 
of  A  rgiimcnt  upon. 

To  the  next,  vix-..  that  ^'  to  infer  no  BUI  was  jt- 
"  led.  l/ecau/e  none  is/ound,  n  drawing  an  Inference 
"  and  Conchifon  out  of  nothing." 

He  now  fays,  "  from  a  Bill's  not  bein^found.  It 
*•  is  not  pretended  that  it  abfolutely  follows  it  was 
^'  never  filed.''  A  candid  Conccflion  !  For  'tis  cer» 
tnin,  that  in  the  Coiirfe  of  thefc  Debates,  from  a 
Bill's  not  being  found,  it  has  betn  again  and  again 
ai>(olutcly  (or  if  he  likes  that  Word  better,  roundly) 
aiiertcd  in  former  Examinations,  that  no  Bill  was 
filed.  Upon  his  now  granting  that  it  does  not  ablp- 
lutely  follow,  he  muft  grant,  that  they  had  little 
Regard  to  Tmth  who  abfolutely  affirmed  it. 

Tothe  7^;V(/,  viz.  that  "  It  is  impoffible  to  ground 
y  any  real  Argument  upon  the  pretended  Truth  of 
«  Exchequer  ^;V/r,  wi/c/*  arc  commonlj  in  morttor- 

*^  UcuXax*. 
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*f  ticulars  falfe  than  trut!^  He  admits  it,  iaying, 
pag.  i6.  'Mt  is  allowed  that  the  mere  Allegations, 
**  either  of  Bills  in  a  Court  of  Equity,  or  Libels  in 
the  Spiritual  CxMTty  are  not  Evidence^  as  to  the 
juft  legal  Amount  of  the  particular  Charges  fpeci- 
ficd  in  them."  This  is  the  very  Sen/e  of  our  AJ^ 
Jertion^  which  we  only  ufed  in  Oppofition  to  an 
Adveriary  ^  who  had  produced,  and  infifted  upon, 
iiich  mere  Allegations  as  Evidence  of  the  juft  legal 
Amount  of  the  Demands  (pecified  in  them. 

By  what  we  have  obierved  it  may  appear,  that 
the  Examiner  has  not  in  any  degree  leflened  the 
Force  of  our  Affertions. 

He  is  willing  however  yet  to  fancy,  that  **  fbme 
^^  material  Light  may  be  borrowed  from  fuch  Spe- 
*'  cification  of  Particulars,  even  before  the  Dues  arc 
^'  fetled  and  liquidated  upon  a  formal  Hearing.'* 
But  he  might  have  confidered,  that  the  Specificati^ 
on  of  the  Particulars  of  the  Things  claimed,  is  every 
whit  as  likely  to  be  falfe  as  the  Specification  of  the 
Particulars  of  the  Value  of  them.  No  wonder  that 
he,  who  depends  upon  fiich  uncertain  Light,  makes 
fo  dim  Difcoveries. 

As  to  what  he  mentions  of  a  **  peculiar  Advan- 
tage to  be  inferred  from  Bills  of  Difcovery^  and 
an  important  Inftrudtion,  ivbich^  the  Date  of  a 
Bill  in  the  Exchequer^  or  of  a  Return  to  a  CitOr 
tion  in  the  Ecclefia/lical  Court,  is  capable  of  af- 
fording." It  (hall  be  confidered  when  we  come 
to  the  Cafes  he  refers  to,  and  their  Anfwcrs,  which 
have  been  emitted  under  the  fpecial  Aid  of  fb  much 
Light  and  Information. 

He 
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He  proceeds  thus,  pag.  17..  "  Laftly,  the  Ra. 
"  cords  and  Entries  of  fuch  Caufcs  as  were  heard  and 
"  dctcrmineti  in  a  Court  of  Equity,  or  the  Eccleji- 
**  afikal  Court,  decide  whether  the  'Jitk  to  the 
"  Tithe  demanded  was  or  was  not  queftioned  j  and 
"  if  it  was,  that  fucb  Demands  were  not  cognizsibic 
"  by  the  Jufticcs  of  Peace  upon  the  Afts  aforciaid." 
This  Conclufionis  of  no  force;  bccaufe  d^DeJendant 
may  neceffiirily  be  drawn  to  queftion  that  Title, 
when  brought  into  other  Courts,  which  he  never 
would  have  difputcd  had  the  Demand  been  made 
before  the  Jufticcs. 

We  had  almoft  part  by  one  Obfervation  of  the 
Examiner's,  'tis  in  pag.  15.  viz.  that  "  In  the  Ec- 
"  cle/iajiical  Coun  at  lork,  it  is  the  conftant  Prac- 
"  tice  to  make  a  Minute  in  the  Court-book  of  every 
"  Citation  to  which  a  Return  is  made,  though  the 
*'  Caufe  proceeds  no  farther,"  Permit  us  on  this 
Occafion  to  query;  What  becomes  of  thofc  C/'/iS/f- 
ons  to  which  no  Return  is  made?  Are  there  not  marrj- 
of  them  ?  Do  not  certain  Creatures  of  the  Eccleji- 
aftical  Court,  called  Apparitors^  frequently  fervc 
Citations,  or  pretended  Citations,  on  Country  Pcoplej 
of  which  they  make  no  Return?  Do  they  not  by 
this  kind  of  Artifice  fright  Men  out  of  their  Mone}\ 
under  pretence  of  preventing  Profecutions  perhap* 
never  intended  ?  Do  they  not  oblige  Perfons,  who 
will  not  give  them  Money,  to  take  a  Journey  of  Ten 
or  Twenty  Miles  to  attend  Courts  at  which  they  arc 
not  called?  And  do  they  not  undertake  toexcufe  others 
from  that  Attendance  for  prefent  Money  ?  Have 
not  fome  of  tliofe  Creatures  in  their  Cups  impudent- 
ly boafted  of  the  Number  of  their  Milch  Cows, 
an  Appellation  they  give  to  thofe  from  whofe  /*«;•- 
Jes  they  drain  a  Supply  for  their  ExViwa^tvcj^  \iQ«». 
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not  the  EccIe/ia/iUal  Court  forbear  to  check  flich 
Pradices  ?  Docs  it  not  pafs  them  over  Ia  Silence, 
and  unccnfurcd  ?  If  thefc  Things  arc^  they  cer- 
tainly call  for  Redrefs  :  If  they  are  not,  the  com- 
mon Report  of  them  merits  Confutation. 

The  Examiner^  pdg.  17,  18.  afliimes  a  frefh 
Point :  "  The  next  Artifice,  fays  be,  that  offers  it 
felf,  is  a  pleafant  Expedient  of  the  ^lakers,  by 
which  the  Anjwerers  of  the  Brief  Account  arc 
exhibited  as  confirming  it^  in  this  manner^ 

**  Tl)e  Quakers   Account. 
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**  Then  follows  tlic  Profccution  as  let  dow^n  in 
the  Brief  Account : 

"  The  Clergys   Confrmation  of  it. 

'*  Then  follows  the  firft  Part  of  the  Incumbent's 
Anfwer,  relating  to  the  Fadts  of  the  Profecution. 


**  A  ridiculous  Repetition  of  this  piece  of  Moc- 
"  kery  fcrves  to  fill  one  Half  of  a  tedious  Pamphlet 
"  of  theirs ;  and  fo  fond  are  they  of  the  Cbnceit, 
"  that  they  think  it  muft  convince  Incredulity  it  felf, 
•*  by  the  concurring  Tejiimony  of  both  Parties.^' 

What  Pamphlet  is  this  the  Examiner  is  fo  diihir- 
bed  at  ?  He  don't  direct  his  Reader  to  it,  left  per- 
haps an  Inquiry  fliould  blunt  the  Edge  of  his  angry 
Defcription.  'Tis  our  Vindication  of  the  Brief  Ac- 
county  in  Anfwer  to  the  Examination  on  Behalf  of 
the  Clergy  of  the  Diocefe  of  Lichfield  and  Coventrx. 
The  Method  we  took  therein  appeared  to  us  rea- 
fbnahle :  Nor  do  we  think  the  Examiner^s  purfuing 
it   with   fuc\i  a  MvxXnxx^  o^  Ridicuic^  Spleen^  and. 
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Jndigndtionf  Ss  he  does  pag.  1 3,  19,  to  be  apy  DiC- 
honour  *  to  it :  For  'tis  not  probable,  that  the 
Weaknefs  of  our  Anj^er  can  be  the  real  Caufe  of  his 
Anger.  While  he  cools  himfclf,  let  us  ihew  a  Rea- 
fon  for  our  Procedure.  Our  Brief  Account  confiftg 
oi  FaSfiox  Frojt'cutiont  attended  with  this  one  parti- 
cular Circumjiance,  of  being  for  Demafids  recoverable 
by  the  A0s  made  in  the  7th  and  8th  Years  of  King 
William  III.  The  Credit  of  that  Account  refts  on 
two  Points :  i.  That  fuch  Prolecutions  were.  2. 
That  they  v/crc  Jbr  Demands  /a,  as  afore/aidj  reco^ 
veraile.  In  Anfwer  therefore  to  a  Perion  calling 
fome  of  thofe  Profecutions  in  queftion,  we  endea- 
voured to  demonftratc,  Fir^,  That  himfelf  had  con- 
firmed the  Reality  of  the  Profecutions  he  objcdled  to. 
This  we  did  by  Jubjoining  to  each  Cafe,  as  fl..ted  by 
us,  the  Teftimonies  of  the  Incumbents  and  others, 
brought  by  our  Adveriary,  attefting  one  and  the  llime 
Thing.  The  Examiner  calls  this  a  ridicuhus  Repeti- 
tion ;  it  may  be  fo :  But  then  he  (hould  diied  his 
Laugh  at  thofe  who  made  that  Repetition,  not  at  us, 
who  only  Jet  it  out  to  View.  The  "  arch  Contri- 
"  vance,— Mtr  fliallow  Trick,— ?A^  idle  Sophiftry, — 
"  the  Want   of  common  Modefty, — the  fuppofing 

**  thcReader  to  want  common  Senfe, the  In- 

*'  fult  upon  the  Underftanding  of  the  Nation,"  and 
othQT  polite  Exprijjiom  uied  by  the  Examiner  on  this 
Occafion,  are,  if  at  all,  to  be  imputed  either  to  the 
Jticumbents,  who  made  thofe  Repetitions,  or  to  the 
Fcrfon  who  publi{hed  to  the  World  fuch  mere  Repe- 
titions oi  Oxiz%,  under  the  feigned  Name  of  Dif- 
charges.  Bnt(o  J ii/l  is  thk  Examiner,  as  to  treat  ai 
as  guilty  of  a  Fault,  for  no  other  Reafon,  than  our 
discovering  it  in  others. 


(3+) 

Secondly,  Wc  did  alfo  (for  the  Pamphlet  the  Ey- 
aminer  is  fo  angry  with  had  two  Halves,  though  he 
takes  Notice  but  of  one  of  them)  demonftrate,  that 
the  Pcrfon  concerned  had  not  cleared  any  of  thofe 
Fads  from  the  particular  Circumftance  which  made 
it  a  proper  Subjedt  of  Complaint.  Thus  wc  both 
ihcwed  the  Faifs  to  be  true^  and  his  Reajbning  aboat 
them  falfe,. 

The  Examiner^  to  amufe  his  Reader,  talks  of  "  the 
"  Admiffion  of  the  FaSts  on  the  part  of  the  Clergy  ;*' 
but  'tis  to  be  obferved,  that  the  FaSls  were  not  by 
them  admitted  till  after  wx  had  placed  their  own  Cw- 
firmatiom  of  them  in  fuch  a  View  as  that  they  could 
no  longer  be  difputed :  Since  which,  never  before, 
we  have  been  told,  that  "  The  FaBs  are  readily 
**  *  acknowledged."  This  After-admi/Jion  of  the 
Fails,  occafionedby  ourfetting  the  Affair  in  a  clear 
Light,  the  Examiner  antedates,  and  then  urges  it 
in  Oppofition  to  that  which  produced  it. 

**  Another  Cavil  (/ays  the  Examiner,  pag.  19.) 
*'  is  raifed,  by  ftiling  the  Clergy  Advocates  Jbr  Op^ 

"  prejjion. If  it  be  asked  upon  what  Grounds 

**  they  are  filled  Advocates  for  Opprcjjion,  it  is  be^ 
"  cauje  they  oppojed  the  Quaker'j  Bill  when  it  nvas  in 
"  Agitation''  'Tis  proper  here  to  obferve,  that 
the  Term  we  ufed,  was  "  -f-  Advocates  for  the  Me- 

''  thods 


*  56Y ///Y  Defence  (?//A^  Examination    in  Behalf  of  tbt 
CUrgy  cflbe  Diocefe  <?/ Lichfield  and  Coventry. 

t  The  Examiner  has  no  reafen  to  afcribe  this  Term  t9 
the  two  illujlri$us  Perfons  of  known  Charadlcrs,  whom, 
hecaufe  they  **  efpcufed  bis  Side  of  the  ^ejiton^  he  calls 
•*  di/inter:Jled  Guardians  of  the  Rights  and  Property  of  the 
**  Subj€£l'*  A  Char  alter  no  lefs  juftly  applicable  to  other 
Perfcns  aljo^  cqviaW*]  illyjlrxous,  o.yil.  ijobo  'uo'uV)  no  VtJ^  t^rcc  of 
Keafon,  in  the  fame  Debate,  cJ^'u^eAibe  Pan  oj  Vfet^^^^w.. 


(  35  ) 

"  thods  of  Oppreffion,"  which  yet  was  never  applied 
by  us  to  the  Clergy  in  general,  but  to  fuch  of  them 
only  as  either  had  been  in  the  Pradicc  of  the  Seve- 
rities complained  of,  or  appeared  to  be  zealous  S^ 
licitors  for  the  Continuance  of  the  Power  of  Op- 
preflion  in  their  Hands :  A  Power,  which^  if  we  may 
credit  the  Examiner'^  moft  "  excellent  Writer,'*  the 
Author  of  the  Country  Parjons  Plea^  no  good  nor 
mje  Clergyman  will  ever  exercife  :  His  Words, 
Plea^  pag.  38,  are,  "  That  if  the  Law  is  permitted 
to  ftand  as  it  does  at  prefent,  there  is  great  Proba- 
bility, that  every  wi/e  Clergyman  for  his  own  Sake, 
and  every  good  Clergyman  in  Compaffion  to  his 
Neighbour  the  ^aker,  will  take  the  cafy  and 
cheap  Method  prcfcribed  by  the  Afts  of  the  7t)i 
and  8  th  of  King  JVilliam,  for  the  Recovery  of 
his  Dues/'  Upon  which,  let  us  again  hear  the 
hitherto  unanfwered  Writer  by  us  *  before  cited. 
We  are  told,  fays  he,  by  the  Country  Parjon^ 
That  every  ivije  Clergyman  for  his  own  Sake, 
and  every  good  Clergyman  for  his  Neighbour's 
Sake,  will  take  the  eafy  and  cheap  Method,  which 
is  left  to  his  Option  by  former  Ads  of  Parlia- 
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Therefore  it  is  inferred,  the  Legiflature  ought 
not  to  tye  the  Clergy  down  to  this  eajy  and  cheap 
'^  Method,  becaufe  the  wifeft  and  beft  of  them  at- 
*'  ready  ufe  it  for  their  own  Sake  and  for  their 
Neighbours,  But, 

If  the  wife/l  and  beft  ufe  it  of  Choice,  this  ^yill 
be  an  Argument  that  the  Unreafonable  and  the 
*•  Unjuft  ihould  be  reftrained  to  it.     For, 

E  2  "  Are 
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**  Arc  the  Subjedts  of  England  to  have  no  better 
Security  againft  OppreJJion  than  the  Wifdom  and 
Goodncfs  of  the  Clergy  ?  Or,  ought  the  Clergy  to 
**  be  trufted  with  a  Power  which,  according  to  the 
**  Far  fori  %  Confcflion,  neither  a  is^ije  Clergyman  nor 
"  ^goqd  Clergyman  can  ufp,  without  Mifchief  either 
"  to  himfelf  or  his  Neighbour  ? 

'^  Whcie  the  FcFvoer  ^'  OppreJJion    is,     Adls  of 
Oppreffion  will  undoubtedly  be.     No  Church,  no 
State,  no  Body  of  Men,  ever  had  this  Power  but 
^*  theyufed  it.     And, 

Whoever  gives  an  Authority  to  opprefs,  is  •  the 
^uthor  of  Oppreffion. 

This  Truth,  which  is  written  in  Chara6ters  of 

.    •  •  • 

Blood  in  all  the  Hiftories  of  Mankind,  is  Rcafon 
and  Evidence  to  juftify  a  Bill  which  reftrains  an 
oppreflive  Power  in  the  Church  : 

A  Reafon  fo  convincing,  an  Evidence  fb  clear, 
as  makes  it  trifling  with  the  yuftice  of  Parliament 
when  the  Clergy  demand  Proof  that  they  do  op- 

'*  prefs,  whilft  every  Man,  who  hath  Eyes,  muft 

**  fee  that  they  may  opprefs. 

If  they  may,  many  of  them  will :    But, 

If  they  may  not,  none  of  them  can  commit 

^^  Oppreffion.     And, 

If  they  have  not  opprefled  by  that  Power  where- 
by they  may  opprefs ;  yet  it  is  incumbent  on  the 
the  Jullice  of  an  Houfe  of  Commons   to  reftrain 
fuch  opprejfrce  Po^dcer.     Bccaufe, 
**  It  is  more  the  Duty  of  Parliament  to  prevent 

*'  Grievances  than  it  is  to  redrcfs  them ;  It  is  more 
compaffionate  to  favc  Men  from  Injuflice  than  to 
relieve  them  under  it ;  It  is  an  happier  EfFeft  of 
La w  to prcferve  Property  tlian  to  repair  it ;  It  is  a 

*j  nobler  Adt  of  juftice  to  rctlraia  a  Crime  than  to 
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9'  puniih  it  J  and  U  is  a  more  perfefl  Conftitution  of 

"  Government    under    which    Oppreflion   i^    not 

"  practicable,  than  that  under  which  it  is  praCtifed, 

f  and  may  be  punlflied-" 

The  lame  Author  clfewhcre  obferves,  that 
"  Whether  it  be  fitting  that  the  Clergy  (hould  be 

"  tmfted  with  Power  to  oppreji  ?  is  a  Queftion  of 
"  fo  eafy  a  Difculfion,  that  they  have  not  a  Friend 
*'  in  the  World,  who  as  to  his  own  particular  would 
f  chufe  to  iive  at  their  Mercy" 

The  i2^r/(?;'£jn  defired  by  the  ^(j^crj,  was  only' 
a  Rc/iriSiion  from   this  Pouer   fo  opprc{s :    A  Re- 

firi6tim  mpft  neceflary  to  thofe  who  moft  oppofc  it ; 

-for  it  would  be  pcrfedly  abfurd  to  fuppofe  any  Men, 
under  fo  zealous  and  .warni  a  Concern,  for  the  G)»- 
tinuance  of  a  Poiver,  which  they  have  no  Inclination 
to  exercife. 

The  Examiner,  pag.  20.  obferves,  that  "  Ano- 
"  ther  Reproach  which  is  caft  upon  the  Clergy,  is 
f  derived  from  a  Topic  not  mighty  well  fitted  to 
"  countenance  Reproach^  eyen  their  Forbearance" 
And  charges  us,  pag.  21.  with  "cot)ftruing  For- 
*'  bearance  it  felf  into  a  cool  deliberate  Preparation 
"  for  rainous  ■S(?^'tT///w."  'Tis  here  to  be  confider- 
ed,  that  we  never  objedted  to  thiir  Forbearance,  un- 
lefs  when  fuch  Forbearance  was  with  a  Purpofe  of 
preparing  the  Way  for  a  fevere  Vrofccution ;  and 
>vhen  fuch  Purpofe  was  demonftrable  by  that  Profe- 
ciuion's  adually  following.  In  fuch  Cafes  a  Pre~ 
tence  of  Patience  is  a  nwft  abfurd  Plea,  when  brought 
in  Juflificationof  feverePradticcs  J  and  yet  the  £x- 
aminer  has  no  other,  A  Forbearance  intentionally 
ifTiiing  in  a  rigorous  Prof'cution,  merits  not  tKe 
Kame  oi  £^iience  %  the  pretemi-ii  Lznity  of  the 
Intention  being  wholly  cxtin^vnftve4i'£vi.  Vi'^.  vtv /iosi 
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rw/ Severity  of  the  AAion.  For  though  ^^  aSud 
Forbearance  wiWy  as  he  fay s^  pag.  19.  by  all  can- 
did and  charitable  Judges  be  interpreted  to  pro- 
**  ceed  from  a  Principle  of  Forbearance^^  ii^here  no 
juft  Reafon  appears  to  the  contrary ;  yet  where  there 
is,  as  in  feme  of  the  preient  Czics^  Jo  clear  a  De- 
monftration  of  Malice^  as  that  of  a  rigid  Procedure 
after  fever al  Tears  Premeditation  5  it  wHl  be  very  diffi* 
cult,  even  forCi&jr//y  itfelf,  without  deAroying  Know- 
ledge^ to  conceive  how  fuch  a  Procedure,  (b  premedita- 
ted, can  be  derived  from  the  peaceable  and  harmleis 
Principle  ofCbrifiian  Patience  and  Forbearance. 

The  next  Thing  the  Examiner  urges,  pag,  2 1.  is, 
that  we  ''  have  collected  into  a  ieparate  Lifl;,  in 
«*  the  Appendix  to  the  Brief  Account ^^  (not  all  or 
moft  of  the  Imprifonments  as  he  fuggefts,  but)  "  fomc 
**  of  the  tedious  Imprifonments  mentioned  in  that 
**  CoUedion/*  Upon  this  he  repeats  an  old  Objec^ 
tiony  "  That  the  greatejl  Part  of  thoje  Tmprijbnments 
**  arofe  from  Attachments  for  Contempt  of  bis  Ma- 
"  j^ftf^  ^^fbority  in  his  feveral  Courts  of  jfudica^ 
•^  ture'*     To  which,  pag.  22.  he  cites  us  replying, 

. "  How  came  they  (the  Sluakers)  under  the 

"  Cognizance  of  the  Courts  of  Judicature  ?  Were 
"  they  not  brought  thither  at  the  Suit  of  the  Cler- 
**  gy  ?  The  original  Caufe  of  their  Sufferings  then 
**  did  not  arife  from  the  Courts,  but  from  the  Clergy, 
"  who  would  now  lay  the  Blame  of  their  own  Do- 
**  ings  upon  the  Courts/'  This  Reply  gives  the  trac 
State  of  the  Cafe.  For  'tis  the  Practice  of  thofc 
Courts  to  proceed  upon  the  Motion^  and  at  the 
Inftance  of  the  Projecutor^  to  whom  therefore  the 
whole  Severity  of  the  Proceeding  is  juftly  to  be  im- 
puted, Tis  but  an  acute  Fetch  of  this  Examiner^ 
to  difguife  the  hSxn  \s^  VsJ^m^olxJe^^Q/^jw^  "  main- 
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"  taining  their  Honour  and  Dignity  by  exerting  a 
*^  Power,"  which  they  do  not  ufiially  exert  beyond 
the  Profecutor*8,  or.  his  Agent's,  Requirings. 

The  Examiner,  pag.  23.  makes  mention  of  "a 
"  Sufpicion,  that  the  fakers  were  fingled  out  by 
M  the  Clergy  as  ObjeSls  of  their  Dijlike  and  Rejent^ 
^*  menty'  which  Sufpicion,  he  tells  us,  "  the  Cler- 
«*  gy  have  endeavoured  to  remove,  by  acquainting 
**  the  World,  that  many  of  the  Profecutions  of  the 
Quakers,  afcribed  to  them,  in  which  their  Pam- 
phlet mentions  no  Names  but  thofe  of  fakers, 
were  againft  Churchmen,  &c.  in  common  with 
fakers'*  This  Excufe  we  think  of  no  Force, 
becaufe  the  fakers,  in  fuch  Cafes,  are  under  a  dif- 
ferent Circumftance  from  others;  the  Clergy  having 
an  eafier  Method  provided  to  deal  with  them  -,  and 
confequently  the  Clergy's  relinquifhing  that  eafief 
Method  for  the  Sake  of  involving,  the  fakers  in  a 
common  Profecution  with  others  not  fo  circum- 
ftanced,  muft  be  a  treating  them  as  Obje^s  of  Dif- 
like  and  Refentment.  Nor  is  this  all ;  but  in  fome 
Cafes,  where  the  Clergy  have  thought  that  the 
Trial  of  a  doubtful  Claim  might  iflue  in  their  Fa- 
vour, they  have  included  the  ^aker  in  a  common 
Profecution,  that  his  particular  Scruple  of  Confci- 
ence  might  oblige  him  to  ftand  the  Trial  of  a  com- 
mon Caufe  at  his  ible  Expence  :  And  by  this  means 
the  poor  faker's  Eftatehas  been  made  a  Sacrifice, 
with  a  View  to  fix  the  Parfon's  Claim  the  more  effec- 
tually upon  other  People.  Can  then  the  Brief  Account 
be  looked  upon  as  **  publifli'd  to  fupport  a  Requeft 
"  oppofite  to  the  firft  Principles  of  found  Policy  ?  '* 
Is  it  to  be  dcem'd  "  an  Oppofition  to  the  Law  of  their 
"  Country,"  for  the  fakers  to  reprefent  to  the  Pub- 
lic the  Wrongs  they  fuftain,  in  oid«  xo  ^\^<;:\k\^^^- 
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drcfs  ?  Or  can  any  Thing  be  more  equal  arid  rca- 
fonable,  tlun  a  Requcft  for  taking  the  Power  of 
Opprcffion  from  thoie  who  have  fo  mifiifed  it  ?  Yet 
this  is  made  a  Crime  in  us.  If  the  Clergy  have  ac- 
tually diAinguilhcd  ihemfelvcs  by  opprciling  us, 
may  wc  not  iiiy  fo  ?  In  a  Cafe  of  this  Nature,  to 
conceal  the  Authors  of  our  Sufferings,  would  be 
neither  Generofity  nor  Prudence^  but  Injufticc  to  our 
fclves,  and  to  the  Caufe  we  believe  it  our  Duty  to 
maintain. 

The  next  Occafion  of  OiFence,  taken  "by  the  Ex- 
aminer, is  our  Remarks  on  the  Clergy's  '*  anfwering 
*'  in  a  broken  dilatory  manner  an  Account  publifli- 
*'  cd  at  one  Time  and  in  one  Book."  To  which  he 
replies,  pag.  25.  thus,  "  In  Tmth,  the  Materials, 
*'  by  which  the  Charges  are  to  be  confronted,  do 
"  not,  like  thofc  Charges,  lie  ready  for  Ufe,  in  a 
"  j^«^/c  Repojitory  \  but  arc  to  be  gathered  from  all 
*'  the  different  garters  of  a  large  Kingdom." 
This  Obie(n:ion  might  have  been  of  fome  weight, 
had  thofe  diflant  Enquiries  neceiTarily  been  the  fin- 
gle  Employ  of  one  particular  Pcrfon  j  but  lofcs  alt 
its  Force,  when  wc  confider  the  Clergy  difperfed 
through  "  all  the  different  Quarters  of  this  large 
"  Kingdom,"  and  that  no  Paridi  is  without  one  of 
them  capable  of  making  fuch  Enquiry,  without 
going  far  from  home.  The  Examiner  cannot  be 
ignorant,  that  we  had  alfo  other  OhjcSiions  to  this 
broken  and  dilatory  manner  of  Proceeding,  which 
he  has  not  thought  proper  to  take  notice  of :  Wc 
ob)e(5tcd,  that  bv  this  means  they  attempted  to  pro- 
tradt  Time,  and  lengthen  a  Cuntroverly,  and  that 
"  by  publilbing  partial  Examiiuitiom  at  ditlant 
**  Times,  they  took  Opportunities  of  repeating,  as 
*'  frcftiMattcv,  f^T?amu^vt\5SM^■i^t^^A^  «infiited:" 
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Wc  alfo  objefted,  that  fuch  '*  a  broken  and  dilator" 
^*  ry  manner"  of  Anfwering,*  was  "  likely  to  prc- 
"  vent  any  particular  Per/on  flom  ever  feeing,  much 
*'  more  from  forming  a  Judgment  of,  their  whole 
**  Defencer 

*'  It  is  prefumed,  fays  the  Examiner,  pa^.  26. 
««  every  Clergyman,  and  every  Well-wiflier  of  the 
*'  Clergy,  who  hath  looked  into  the  Examinatio7ts 
**  of  the  Brief  Account  xhzi  have  hitherto  been  made 
**  public,  wlfhcs  to  fee  the  whole  examined."  A 
Prefumption,  which  as  'tis  modcftly  reflrifted  fo 
the  Favourers  of  one  Party  only,  is  very  hartnlefi 
and  inofFenfiVe,  bxaufc  it  leaves  us  at  full  Liberty, 
upon  much  better  Grounds,  to  prefumc,  that  every 
impartial  Reader^  of  both  Side?;,  is  pcrfcdly  apprU 
zed  of  the  IVeakneJs  and  Emptitie/s  of  thofe  ExumU 
nations y  and  that  the  Credit,  even  of  the  examined 
Part  of  the  Bri^f  Account,  is  not  a  whit  diminifhed 
thereby  j  and  that  had  the  Clcigy  indeed  '*  delayed 
"  to  fay  any  Thing,  till  they  could  fpeak  home 
*'  and  to  the  Purpofe,"  thofe  Examinations  had  becft 
yet  unpubliflied  :  As  to  the  unexamined  Part^  what 
the  Clergy  have  already  done^  is  a  Confirmation  of 
its  Credit,  by  demonftrating  that  they  haVe  not 
wanted  either  Time  or  Inclination  to  confute  it. 

But  after  all,  fays  the  Examiner,  pag.  i6.  it  Is 
owned,  that  the  Clergy  arc  not  held  together  by 
as  firm  an  Union  as  the  ^xakers :  But  mere  Uni- 
on does  not  of  it  fclf  necclfarily  imply  any  thing 
"  commendable;  for  an  Union  againft  Law  is  a 
Conspiracy  againft  Government."  Here  is  a 
general  Maxim  hid  do\wn  by  the  Examiner  without 
any  Exception  :  Eut  to  fliev/  him  that  it  needs  fonie 
Kellridion,  let  himconfider,  thfit  the  (/?u*cn  vi\\\c}cw 
iieJd  the  Pr;j:::ti'cc  C;:rijiiam  lo^cX^.ct  vwA^x   ^^ 

F  Ver;cx:uti^n^ 
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Perfecutiom  from  the  *  Heathen  Empcrort,  was  an 
Union  againjl  Law  :  And  that  the  Union  whkli 
held  the  Protejiant  Reformers  together  under  the 
Marian  Perfecutbn,  was  alfo  an  Union  ^is^tfr^ 
Law.  *Tis  therefore  a  neccflary  Con&queace  of 
his  general  Maxim,  that  all  the  Cionjejfars  and  liwr^ 
tyrs^  who  fuffered  by  Law  in  the  Caufe  of  Qmjli^ 
anity  and  Proteftantifmy  were  guilty  of  a  Canf^racj 
againft  the  Governments  under  which  they  fuftrcd, 
for  maintaining  an  Union  againji  Law^:  Whidi^ 
in  plain  Words,  is  as  much  as  if  he  had  iaid.  They 
were  all  Rebels  and  Traytors.  Wc  preiiime,  that  the 
Examiner*^  Zeal  againft  the  ^akers^  has  hurried 
him  on  this  Occafion  into  an  Indijiretion^  which 
a  deliberate  Conjideration  of  its  Conjequence  would 
have  prevented.  It  muft  however  be  acknowledged, 
that  mis  Maxim  of  his,  reduc'd  to  PraSfice^  waxld 
be  a  notable  Expedient  to  (horten  the  prefcnt  Con- 
troverfy  between  the  Clergy  and  the  fakers  :  For 
the  Payment  of  Tithes  being  required  by  Law, 
thofe  who  join  in  a  confcientious  Refuial  of  that 
Payment,  will,  according  to  him,  be  guilty  of  an 
Union  againji  Law :  And  i(  th^t  Union  again^  Law^ 
be,  as  he  aflerts,  a  Conjpiracy  againji  Government ; 
the  fakers  Chriftian  Exhortations  againft  I'itbes 
will  become  treajbnable:  And  what  then  muft  be 
the  Magijlrate^  Province  is  obvious :  His  Authori- 
ty is  to  be  interpofed  to  quell  the  Quakers  obftinatc 
Adherence  to  Reajon  and  Scripture^  by  jirguments 
more  forcible  than  convincing :  Arguments  never 
urg'd  in  Religious  Dijputes  but  by  thofc  whofe  Cauje 
is  in  the  utmoft  Dijlrejs  for  want  of  better.     This 

One 


*  See  the  EdiP,i  of  tboji  Empcrcrs  a^cvxnjt   \bc  \T\mi(we 
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One  Maxim^  laid  down  by  their  Advocate,  carries 
an  implicit  RejleBion  upon  the  Clergy,  more  fcvcr?^ 
than  any  contained  in  the  fakers  Brief  Account  of 
Pro/ecutions^  by  fliewing  that  the  old  Ecckfiajiicat 
Policy  is  not  yet  quite  forgotten. 

From   the   Examiner' %  Conceflion,    that    *'  the 

**  Clergy  arc  not  held  together  by  as  firm  an  Union 

"  as  the  fakers,'*  it  naturally   follows,  that  the 

Clergy  arc  not  held  together  by  the  Band  of  Chri-^ 

ftian  Charity  5  for  if  they  were,  their  Union  would 

be  as  firm  as  any  Union  whatfoever.     *Tis  that  Band^ 

in  comparifon  of  which,  Human  Policy  and  Secular 

Intereji  are  but  Strings  of  StraWy  that  miakes   thcf 

Union  of  the  ^wiers  more  firm  than  that  of  the 

Clergy.    Had  the  Clergy  that  Band  of  Union^    it 

would  "  neceflarily  imply  fomething  commendable/* 

It  would  imply  them  really  to  be  what  they  call 

themfelves,  the  Clergy^  the  KAiip:<,thc  Lot^  the  Por-^ 

tion^  or  Heritage  of  Chrift :  For  *tis  by  himfelf  a£p 

figned  as  the  peculiar  Badge  or  CbaraSieriJiick  oi 

thofe  that  are  fo :  By  this,  laith  Chrift,  John  xiii, 

3 1.  Jhall  all  Men  know  that  ye  are  my  Difcipks^  if 

ye  have  Love  (or  Charity)  one  to  another.    We  add 

no  more  on  this  Head,  left  Ill-will  fhould  conftmp 

us  as  endeavouring  to  detain  from  the  Clergy,  not 

only  their  Tithes^  but  their  T'itle  alfo  j  and   left   the 

Examiner  ftiould  again  mifinterpret  our  plain-DeaU 

ingy  and  call  it  an  Infult ;  a  Name  he  gives  to  ouxr 

juft  Complaint  of  Grievances^  which,  according   ta 

him,  is   "  an  Inftilt  neither  politick  nor  Chri^ian^ 

As  if  JVifdom  and  Chrijlianity  had  efpoufed  the  Cauje 

of  Opprejjion  \  and  to  complain  of  Injuries,  were  ^ 

I'okcn  of  Folly  ox,  Infidelity. 
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The  Examine f^  toward  the  Ctofe  of  his  long  In^ 

trodu^ion^  tells  us,  "  that  thcugh  1180  Prolccuti- 
*'  ons  look  like  a  formidable  Nuiribcr  in  the  *  Tuk 
•*  Page  of  aPairphlet,  yet  when  they  arc  divided 
*'  tind  fcattered  through  England  and  IVales^  they 
*^  appear,  what  they  are  in  reality^  -f-  inconliderablc." 
Thus  he  endi  nvours  to  amufe  liis  Reader^  by  draw- 
ing his  Attention  from  ihe  Nature  of  the  Profecu- 
tions  to  a  frivolous  and  impertinent  Calculation  of 
JJumbers;  and  would  have  him  believe,  that  fo 
ycry  trifling  and  infignificant  a  Diverf^on  ^*  ftrikcs 
^*  at  the  fundamental  Ground  upon  which  the  j^vj- 
^^  kers  went,  in  fubmitting  their  Brief  Account  to 
^^  the  Confideration  of  the  Members  of  both  Houfes 
^*  of  Parliament,  namely,  fays  be^  the  Frequency  of 
*'  the  Grievances  complained  of/*  But  it  this  be 
fxot  \ht  fundamental  Ground  upon  which  the  fakers 
went,  'tis  no  leis  than  a  fundamental  Mijlake  in  the 
Examiner  to  c^ll  it  fo ;  and  his  Skill  in  Aritbmetick 
and  Geography  has  been  mifemploy'd  in  couiputing 
and  comparing  tiic  Number  of  Gr/VT<z«tYi  with  the 
Number  of  Tt'^n,  and  in  defcribing  the  Extent  and 
**  Largenefs  of  the  Country"  to  no  real  purpofe. 
The  fundc^mentcil  Ground  upon  which  the  fakers, 
went,  was  not  the  Number^  but  the  Nature  of  the 
Profecuiions  .compLuncd  of :  They  were  never  yet 
fo  filly  as  "  to  ciJi  upon  the  Government  to  re- 
^^  drefs  Grievances c?;?.^-  i:pon  Account  of  their  Num- 
f^  her,"  but  'iwas  bccaufc  the  Nature  of  ihofe  Grie- 
vances required  Redrefs^  though  their  Number  had 

been 

t.    '  '  1  ■         ■  -  ■  ■   ■  ■  ■ 

**    Tlo*  i)  deed  lae  knew  of  no  Pamphlet  wbub  has  that 
Number  in  Us  Ti'.Icr-pagr. 

+  Since  ibis  Number  of  I  i%o  Preferutions   appears  in  the 
JExamintr'i  E\r  p;  mo^^vVTvA^Xe^  njc- aiulii  *u:^j7a   b^  would 
qf:gn  what  Nnmhtr  be  tbinfes  cou^'V'^^^^Vvvi^  w;i  -w^v^.^a  v.^v\i.t, 
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been  fmaller  j  there  being  a  Variety  of  InftariceS  of 
Profecutions  in  the  B/ief  j^uount,  each  of  which 
niigiit,  of  it  fcli,  ^ivc  juft  and  fufficictu  Groasi/  for 
Complaint,  aii-i  a  ic^fon-,.bL:  Call  for  Redrcju  The 
N!'fnl>er  and  Na/Ties -avc  but  Circuniftanccs  tending 
to  illuftrate  the  Matters  of  Fa5i  ;  but  the  Grievan- 
ces themfclvt-S  were,  in  their  own  Nature,  a  iuft 
Caufc  for  CoinpUin:,  wliether  their  Number  were 
more  or  Icfs,  and  whether  occafioned  "  by  CUrgy- 
**  mcH,  ^ith-farmcTi^  ■CkurdjwardajSy  Impropna- 
*'  t'jrs^  i'l.vT/i-CVr^j,  or  Pfr/5«jnoc  coming  witliin 
'f  ai>y  cf  ihciit  Dqcriptism." 

Nhich  Alt  and  Lidullry  have  been  ufed  to  reprc- 
fcnt  the  Ckr^r.ni.n  n-inied  in  thfi  Brief  Account,  as 
ifiiiocciit,  in  Intenrioii  at  le;d>,  of  any  rigid  Pro- 
ceedings i  ■  anVl  to  Jiiew,  that  fnotwithftanding  the 
Ap^'Caitince  of  Severity  in  foihe  Cafes  aJcribed  to 
them,  they  have  nevcrthelefs  in  reality  afted,  upon 
a  Fiir.ciple  of  Lenity  and  Fiirhearance.  Were  it 
jnffible  for  Chaiity  (o  fer  to  extend  it  fclf;  as  to 
admit  tliis  Plea  h.  Favour  cf  the  Clergy  ;  yet,  we 
ji.tlumcT  the  Clergy  thcmfelves  will  grant,  that  'tis 
(;o  Breach  of  Charity  to  judge  of  the  Intentions  6f 
Lay  men,  fucli  cs  T:  tic-farmers,  Churcbivardemy 
hitprofriaton,  &c.  by  their  Mliom ;  and  that  they 
liiiiy  piub;b'Iy  be  really  as  rigid  and  fcverc  as  their 
Piocectiings  fiiewthcm  to  be:  Now,  fuppofing  the 
CLrgy  us  milti  zud  tender-hearted  as  their  Advocate* 
rLpufent  them,  is  It  not  fonicwhat  furprizing,  that 
Ptirluns  of  luch  jl/'ra.v/i  and  gcrj  Natt.re  (liould  be 
tlie  only  Oppoft'rs  of  tlic  ^tteiers  obt.ining  Relief 
from  the  Seventy  of  ether  Men  ?  But  Paradoxes  in 
fome  Men's  ConJudl  are  not  unufual. 
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Having  thus  gone  through  the  Examiner* s  Lifro^ 
du£fion^  we  proceed  to  confider  the  Anfioers  to,  and 
his  Obfervattom  upon,  the  feveral  Cafes  by  him  fpe- 
ciiied  under  the  Name  of  the  Quakers  Charge. 


SECT.    II; 

^Tbe   CASES  reviewedy  and  cleared  from  tie 
Mifreprefentationstfii^Objedions  of  the  Examiner. 

CASE    L 

JJRIEF  Account^  pag.  157.  [X]  1690J  Henry 
^  Robinson  and  Thomas  Smith,  both  of  Ap^ 
pkton  fuper  Wifke^  were  profecuted  in  the  Eccleji^ 
afiical  Court  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  R.  Godfahi 
Parfon. 

To  which  this  Note  [X]  is  fubjoined. 

RMnJbn  and  Smith  were  committed  to  Tbrk  Caille 
in  the  Month  called  May  1696.  Smith  died  a  Pri- 
fbner  oft  the  25th  of  the  Month  colled  March  fol- 
lowing }  and  Robinjbn  was  releaied  by  Super/ideas 
out  ofthe  Court  of  Chancery  on  the  1 9th  of  the 
Month  called  March  1697-8,  after  about  Twenty 
two  Months  Imprifonment. 

The  Answer  to  this  refers  to  the  '^  A^s  of  the 
«'  Ecclejiajiical  Court  alone." 

The  Account  from  thence  imports,  "  That  this 
«*  Caufe  was  begun  the  17th  of  October  1695,*'  and 
that  "  upon  the  Uft.  D^^  oi  "J^^^^^l  ^^^^^'  Signi^ 
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•'  Jicavits  were  decreed."  Upon  which  the  Bxam'~ 
tier  obfcrvcs,  that  "  the  whole  Proceeding,  fo  fiir 
**  as  the  Eccltfiajiical  Court  was  concerned,  was 
**  over  before  the  ASa  of  the  7th  and  8th  of  H'm. 
*•  III.  Chap.  6.  and  34.  took  place."  In  which  he 
is  miftaken,  becaule  that  Part  of  the  Proceeding 
which  moil  immediately  affeded  the  Liberty  of  the 
Perfons  profccutcd,  was  after  thofe  Afts  took  place, 
for  they  were  not  committedtoPriibn  till  the  Month 
■  called  M/iy  1696,  whence  it  follows,  that  the  Pro- 
fecutor,  after  his  Claim  was  recoverable  by  thofe 
A£ts,  chofc  to  purfue  his  EccUfiaftical  Procefi  to  the 
Imprifining  of  the  Quakers  and  recoverir^  nothing^ 
rather  than  to  decline  fuch  Proceft,  and  reccfoer  hu 
Demand  by  the  Method  provided.  The  Examiner's 
artfiil  Saho  in  thii  Caie,  viz.  "  So  far  as  the  Ecck~ 
"^a^/Vtf/ Court  was  concerned,"  is  but  an  Ecckfi^ 
apical  Evafon^  by  reprefenting  that  Court  as  uncon- 
cerned in  the  fcvere  Confcquenccs  of  its  own  Pro- 
ceedings :  The  Weaknefi  of  which  Evajim  is  appa- 
rent by  the  Note  fubjoincd  to  the  Cafe  it  felf,  which 
relates  only  what  was  done  after  the  ASi  took  place, 
by  which  the  Profecutor  might  have  recovered  his 
Claim.  So  that  in  this  firft  Cs&.  the  Examiner  has 
given  "  a  notorious  Inftance"  of  his  endeavouring  U> 
pervert  what  was  by  us  pertinently  applied. 

CASE    n. 

Pag.  159.  [D]  1699.  Henry  Robinspn,  Etr- 
2ABETH  Smith  Widow.  Thomas  Smith  her  Son, 
and  James  Rutter,  all  of  Appktan  fuper  ff^isie^ 
were  profccutcd  in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at  the 
Suit  of  Richard  Godfahe  Rcftor  of  Great  Smeaton^ 
and  Clerk  of  the  Chapclry  of  ,iiJ>J)lcton. 

Case    II.  '^^ 
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To  which  this  Note  [D]  is  fiibjoined* 

Elizabeth  Smith  and  her  Son,  and  James  Ruttcr, 
were  committed  to  Tork  Goal  on  the  24th  of  the 
Month  called  January  1699.  But  the  Profccutor 
dying,  tliey  were  difchargcd  in  the  Month  called 
March  following. 

Upon  this  Cafe  the  Examiner y  pag.  32,  33.  gives 
us  what  he  calls  "  T^f  Answer  of  the  Reverend  Mr. 
Warwick,  Reef  or  c/*  Great  Smenton  in  the  Dioccji 
of  Chcftcr,  Curate  of  Applt-ton  apon  Wiskc 
"  in  the  Diocele  of  York."  Which  Anfwer  reprc- 
fents  the  ^/akers  '*  as  thrcatning  him,  (rhc  Parfon) 
"  his  Servants,  and  ilorfcs,  with  Death,"  and  the 
Parfon,  as  '*  applying  upon  this  to  Mr.  Cairrley  of 
**  Erybohne  a  neighbouring  Juftice  of  Peace,  who 
"  fent  out  his  Wiirrants  for  the  t^fj/cers  ;  but  upon 
*'  their  appearing  found  them  fo  pofirive  and  obfti- 
"  nate,  that  he  told  Mr.  Godjalvc  he  could  do  nothing 
"  for  himy  Which  Anfwer  of  the  Jullice,  if  true, 
(hews  the  Charge  againft  the  ^iakers  to  be  filfe  : 
For  had  they  fo  *  threatned  Death  to  the  Parfon  and 
his  Servants,  the  Juftice  '*  could  have  done  fome- 
**  thing  for  him."  He  could  have  fent  them  to 
Goal  for  a  Breach  of  the  Peace :  And  that  he  did 
not,  is  a  better  Argument  to  prove  them  innocent ^ 
than  '^  pofitive  and  obftinate." 

Case    II.  But 


*  That  this  tbreatning  Story  bas  no  Fuundilwn^  may  ap- 
pear hy  the  following  Ccrtif.catfs^  one  of  tbcm  Jrom  the  Son 
of  Thomds  and  Elizabeth  Smith,  and  the  other  of  them 

from  H.u^nah  A^udct^otv,  Daii^btcr  of  Wobialbn  anvlber  of 

the  Per fm  po^-cuUd \ 


^T\i^m%^ 
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But  as  to  the  Truth  of  this  very  improbabfe  Sttrff 

the  ReSfoT-  warrants  nothing.    He  only  %8  that  he 

had    "  this  Information  from  one  Anderjbn  who 

*'  married  a  Daughter  of  Robin/bn  one  of  the  ^akeri 

C  A  s  E    Hi  "  profccutcd:" 

^Ixmoi  SmUif%  Certificate. 

"  I  Thomas  Smith  of  jfppleten  upon  fFuie  in  the  County 
*'  of  Tork  do  hereby  ccriify,  that  my  Father  lliemas 
**  Smith  was  fent  Prifoncr  to  Terk  Gaftle  by  Parfon  Ged- 
*'  fall,  and  died  there  a  Prifoncr  before  he  could  obtain 
**  his  Liberty :  And  all  that  Parfon  Godfall  could  demand 
•*  of  my  faid  Father,  was  Only  for  Tithe  of  Apples, 
*'  Pears,  and  Cherries,  under  the  Value  of  five  Shillingj, 
*'  And  after  my  Father's  Death  in    Prifon,  tbe 

*'  Executors  of  Parfon  Godfall  fent  away  my  Mother 
•*  (who  was  Executrix  to  my  faid  FatherJ  Prifoncr  to 
"  2orit  Caftle,  without  any  other  Occafion :  All  which 
**  my  laid  Father  and  Mother  fufFcrcd  without  any  Re- 
•'  fiftance,  and  without  being  fummoned  before  any 
*'  Magiflratc  thaci  know  of  i  ai  witnefs  my  Hand  ihu 
*'  i8th  Dayof  4^W/i74i* 
Witnefs 

Edward  Loftus  Thomas  Smith, 

Thomas  Mattifon 

Hannah  Jnderfoi^s  Certificate* 

"  I  Hannah  Anderfon  of  AppltUn  upbn  Pf^sif  m  the 
*'  County  of  2flr*  do  hereby  certify.  That  my  Father 
*'  H<nry  Robin/on  dcccitedy  was  a  great  Sufferer  by  PaT- 
*'  fon  Godfall  Curate  of  jppleton  upon  ^iVit*  aforefaid, 
•*  and  that  the  faid  Parfdn  Godfall^  or  his  Servants, 
"  wrongfully  took  away  my  faid  Father's  Corn,  with- 
•'  outfettingout  or  marking  the  tenth  Stook  according 
**  toCuftom,  but  led  away  my  faid  Father's  Corn  at  his 
;«  pleafure.  And  that  he  entirely  tQoV.».\\  -Cor.  Cx«^  <^ 
•■  a  Chfe  of  five  or  fix  Actcs  ol  Cwu»  '«w.'^  ^^'^^  '**-"^, 
G 
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"  profecuted.^*  Nor  docs  this  Anierfon  appear  to 
know  any  Thing  of  the  Matter,  but  by  Hear-iav ; 
for  "  he  told  me,  fays  the  ReSlor^  that  he  had  this 
**  Account  from  his  Wife's  own  Mouth,  and  that 
"  (hcremcmbers  the  whole  AflSdr  very  well/*  This 
Case    II.  vouching 

•*  at  a  high  Price,  and  led  tway  with  his  Di'aughts  every 
•«  Srook  and  Sheaf  thereof .  All  which  my  faid  Father 
••  iuffered  quietly,  without  offering  any  Violence  to  him, 
«<  his  Servants  or  Cattle  :  And  the  faid  Parfon  Godfall^ 
•*  who  is  fincc  dcceafed,  did  afterward  (without  fum- 
<*  moning  him  before  any  Magiftrate  that  I  know  of) 
••  caufe  my  faid  Faiher  to  be  fent  Prifoner  toTork  Caftkf 
««  as  witnefs  my  Hand  this  |8th  Day  of  jlpril  1741. 
Witnefs 

Edward  Loftus  Hannah  Anderfin. 

Thomas  Maltifon 

Wc  have  alfi  tbtfoUowtr^  Certificate  of  John  Ccpates  and 
Hannah  Anderfon,  refpeiling  John  Kultcr  anceber  of  the 
Perfons  profeaited. 

*'  Thcfc  may  certify  to  whom  it  may  concern,  that  I 
«*  Jcbn  Coatis  of  Angram  Grain^e  near  Appleton  upon 
**  Wxske^  and  I  Hannah  Andcrfon  of  Appleton  aforefaid, 
«*  do  perfcftly  remember,  that  our  Neighbour  James 
•*  Rutter  dcceafed  was  profccutcd  by  Richard  God/alve, 
«*  called  Reftor  of  Great  Smeaton^  uf)on  account  of 
**  Tirhes,  (sc.  and  was  alfo  committed  Prifoner  to  Tork 
•*  Caftle  thereupon,  without  him  or  his  Servants  making 
«*  any  Refiftance,  or  fhewing  any  Violence  or  ill  Beha- 
••  viour  to  the  faid  Richard  Godfalve  or  his  Servants,  that 
*«  cv(  r  we  heard  of,  he  having  the  Charaftcr  of  a  quiet 
•*  neighbourly  Man,  and  we  do  not  know  that  he  ever 
**  wa^fummoned  before  any  Magiftrate  upon  any  fuch 
•*  A(  count.  Witnefs  our  Hands  this  3d  Day  of  the  3d 
**  Month  called  May  1741. 

WitnefTcd  by  John  C cases  . 

TJjomai  MaHiJon  HannoIW  Asv&cr^< 

George  MjIm 
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vouching  of  one  Perfon  for  another  Perfon's  Me- 
mory,  feems  fomewhat  fbfpicioos ;  and  indeed  tho 
Rector  himfelf  appears  doubtful,  that  Anderjon  will 
not  abide  by  it,  and  therefore  pins  the  Weight  of 
the  Tale  upon  the  Prefcnce  of  a  Perfon  whom  he 
calls  "  a  credible  Witnefs,"  and  whom,  by  con- 
cealing his  Nanie,  he  prudently  keeps  lockt  up 
from  the  Reader's  Enquiry,  for  ^rther  *  Service, 

Tht  Examiner  in  a  marginal  Note^  pag.  33.  by 
obferving  that  **  Mr.Warwick*s  Anfwer  is  printed 
*^  at  Length  in  his  own  Words,  acquits  himfelf 
from  having  any  Hand  in  forming  liich  a  Narra- 
tive ; "  in  which  he  does  prudently,  for  the  very 
inferting  fuch  Stories  is  a  Difcredit  to  his  Perform 
tnance.  He  had  better  have  pafs'd  over  this  wnole 
Anfwer  of  the  Reftor,  as  he  doth  a  Pailage  in  his 
Letter,  relating  to  this  Cafe,  by  faying,  "  That  he 
•*  did  not  give  it  a  Place  i|i  this  Examination^  nor 
•*  did  it  defcrvc  one." 

Case    II.  G  2  The 


<c 


•  ^at^  Anderfon,  whom  the  Re£lor  mentions  as  the  Au" 
tborofthisl^drraLtWcy  dotbdifclaima  Part  of  it^  appears 
by  the  Teftimonv  of  the  Perfons  undernamed^  who  declare^    ^ 

«  That  i9^tlliam  Anderfon  of  Appleton  Parifh  Clerk  did 
*'  acknowledge  before  them,  that  he  did  not  know,  nci- 
"  ther  did  he  report,  any  thing  farther,  but  that  thp 

fakers  in  Appleton  were  fent  to  Prifon  by  Godfalw 

upon  the  Account  of  Tithes,  he  not  knowing,  or 
^*  having  any  Report  from  his  Wife  or  any  other  Pcr- 
^  fon,  that  any  of  the  ^takers  in  Appleton  ever  made 
**  any  Refiftance,  either  with  Forks,  Staves,  or  in  any 
**  other  kind  whatfocver.  This  the  faid  Anderfon  dccia* 
"  red  on  the  firft  Day.of  the  Month  called  May  1741, 
«*  in  the  Prefcnce  of 

Thomas  MatU[<i;% 
*5o\3n  Coaler 
George  M^^^^^ 


^hc  Examinerncxt  produces,  pag.   33,  34.  jfn 
'Recount  from  the  Records  of  the  Exchequer,  which 
fliews  "  the  filing  of  the  Bill,"  and  docs  not   con-r 
tradidt  the  Impriionment  of  the  Perfons  named.    It 
fhews  that  the  Bill  was  "  to  difcovcr  what  Tithes 
**  ^Thomas  Smith  the  Father  had,  and  what  they  fe^ 
^*  verally  had."     It  alfo  confirms  the  Death   of  the 
Profccutor,  by  which  they  were  difcharged   out  of 
Prifon.     It  likewife  relates  another  Profccution  for 
the  fame  Oufe,  carried  on  by  the  Parfor^'s    Execu- 
tors, of  which  c\xx  Brief  Account  made  no  mention. 
It  fets  forth  the  Anfwer  of  Thomas  Smith  the  Son, 
allpdging  that  **  Richard  Godfalve  never  applied  to 
**  the  Defendant's  Father  or  him  for  Tithes  of  any 
•*  Sort,  or  for  Offerings,  well  knowing  the  Dcfcn- 
"  dant's  Father  or  he  did  not  occupy  any  Lands  in 
•*  the  laid  Parifli,  whereby  any   Tithes  could  be- 
*^  come  due."     And  'tis  a  demoHftrative  Argument 
of  the  Truth  of  that  Anfwer,  that  the   Executors 
thereupon  dropt  their  Suit ;  that  Anfwer  being  the 
laft  Step  "  of  all  the  Proceedings  in  the  two  C^uies 
f  •  that  appear." 

We  come  now  to  the  Examiner's  Remarks,  who 
pbferves,  pag.  34.  "  That  Mr.  Godjdhe  did  not  ap- 
ply to  the  Court  of  Exchequer  till  after  he  had  in 
vam  tried  to  recover  his  Dues  by  the  fiimmary 
*'  Method."  Tho'  indeed  it  doth  not  any  where 
appear,  that  he  ever  applied  to  the  Juftices  with  any 
fuch  View :  For  had  there  been  any  Appearance  of 
that,  the  ReSlor  could  have  had  no  Ground  to  fup- 
pofe  in  his  Letter^  that  "  the  Reafbn  whiqh  might 
*'  induce  Mr.  Godfahe  to  carry  the  Caufc  into  the 
**  Exchequer^  might  be  the  Situation  of  the  Cha^ 
y  pelryr  

Case    H^  "^"^^ 
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-  The  E*tfm/«r  fiirther  obferves,  that  '*  Tho8tim 
f*  demanded,  which  the  jokers  are  very  minute 
f*  in  fpecifying  when  it  happens  to  be  a  Trifle,  h 
**  not  fet  down."  For  which  a  very  gopd  Reafoa 
appears  in  the  Defejidant  Smith's  Anfwer,  viz, 
?'  That  i2fVi'<jri/ Goi^A;^  never  applied  to  the  De- 
"  fendant's  Father  or  him  fpr  Titnes  of  any  Sort, 
''  or  for  Offerings."  So  that  the  Parlbn  having  no 
Demand  upon  them,  made  none  ;  but  having  a 
Demand  upon  other  Perfons,  he  put  thofe,  upon 
whom  he  had  none,  into  the  iame  Bill,  perhaps 
with  a  View  of  extorting  ibmcthing  where  nothing 
was  due,  had  they  not  found  it  their  Duty  to  fu^r, 
rather  than  comply  with  iuch  iniquitous  Exactions. 

The  Examiner  does  not  pretend  that  the  Parfon'a 
Claim  on  any  one  of  the  Perfons  profecuted,  could 
probably  amount  to  *Ten  Pounds ,  and  if  not,  it  muft 
have  been  recoverable  by  the  Aits  of  the  7th  and 
8th  of  K.  IVilliam  III.  His  allcdging  that "  Eafter 
*'  Oficrings  were  Part  of  the  Demand,"  is  triflings  ■ 
feeing  they  could  not  amount  to  Jorty  Shillings,  and 
for  that  Reafon  mufl  have  been  recoverable  by  the 
former  of  thofe  Afls  j  and  the  Tithes  not  amount- 
ing to  Ten  Pounds,  might  have  been  recovered  by 
the  laiier  of  them  :  That  Pica  therefore  is  but  z 
frivolous  Palliation  ofunncceflary  Profecutions.  The 
Examiner  feems  confcious  of  the  Httle  weight  of 
fuch  Pretenfions,  when  he  adds,  "And,  exclufivc 
**  of  all  thefe  Confiderations,  Tljomas  Smith  in  his 
"  Anfwer  denied  the  Right  cfTiihciy  fo  that  it  wa» 
*'  in  no  rcfpcft  cognizable  by  the  Juftices  of  Peace." 
Now  the  real  Anfwer  of  Thomas  Smithy  as  by  the 
Account  from  the  Records  of  the  Exchequer  ap- 
pears, was,  "  Tlwt  the  Parfonv/ell  knew,  that  the 
V  Defendant's  Father,  or  he,  did  uqv  txioa-Y^  ■i.'wa 
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^  Lands  in  the  laid  Pari(h,  whereby  any  Tithes 
*^  could  become  due/'  Whence  it  appears,  that 
the  Parfon  had  ho  Claim  to  any  Ittbes  at  all  for  the 
Juftices  to  take  Cognizance  of.  This  may  give  an 
ufeful  Light  into  fome  Expreflions  often  uied  by  th« 
Clergy  in  this  Controverfy,  viz^  "  The  Juiliccs  re- 
fiifed  to  aft,*'  or,  "  The  Cafe  was  not  cognizable 
by  the  Juftices/'  For  how  could  they  a&  where 
no  Foundation  for  any  Claim  appealed  ?  Or,  how 
could  they  take  Cognizance  of  what  couU  not  be 
known  ?  Or,  how  could  that  be  cognizabk  to  them, 
which  the  Parfon  would  not  fubmit  tO'  their  Deci^ 
Jion  f  And  which  he  could  have  no  Hopes  to  recover^ 
but  through  the  Terror  which  a  rainous  Prqiecutiim 
and  Imprifonraent  might  imprint  on  the  Minds  of 
quiet  and  harqfilefs.  People  ?  For  in  many  Cales  there 
has  been  apparent  Reajon  to  believe,  that  by  means 
of  preferring  Bills  of  Dtjcovery  where  nothing  was 
really  due,  poor  Men,  for  very  fear  of  Ruin,  have 
been  induced  to  buy  Peace  of  the  Parjbn  for  Money ^ 
when  neither  Law  nor  Equity  wpuld  have  givei^ 
him  any  for  T'ithe. 

Upon  the  whole  then  of  our  Ehquiry  into  the 
two  preceding  Cajes^  the  Refult  is,  that  in  the  ^fft^ 
the  Parfon,  after  the  Law  was  in  force  bv  whichrhe 
might  have  recovered  his  Claim  before  me  Juftice$, 
did  neverthelefs  continue  his  Profecution  of  the  tv)o 
fakers  to  the  Imprifonment  of  both,  and  to  the 
Death  of  one  of  them,  even  with  the  Lofs  of  his 
Claim:  And  that,  in  the /econd,  he profecuted  the 
Widow  Smith  and  her  Son  in  the  Exchequer  to  Im- 
prifonment, though  "  he  well  knew  that  they  did 
not  occupy  any  Lands  in  the  Parifh  whereby  any 
Tithes  could  become  due :  *'  So  that  he  impri- 
foned  the  two  Jirfi  to  the  Lofs  of  his  Claim,  and  the 
fFUow2iiA  her  Soa  mxYvovxX  ^tv^  Q^^\Kl^^.^ 
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Pag.  158.  [A]  1696.  GeorcJe  Shaw  of  Brook-^ 
Jide  in  the  Parifli  of  Bradfield^  and  William  Shaw 
of  the  Hillj  were  profccuted  in  the  Exchequer  for 
Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  Edward  Manfett  Fried  of 
Ecclesfield^  an^  George  Fox  and  tlenry  Fox  Impro- 
priators. 

To  which  this  Note  [A]  is  fubjoined. 

The  Decree  of  the  Court  was  for  Tithes  due  from 
George  Shaw  *  2 j.  Zd.  and  from  William  Shaw  1  y. 
4d.  They  were  both  committed  to  Tork  Caftle  on 
the  16th  of  the  Month  called  jipril  1698,  and  re- 
tnained  Prifoners  upwards  of  live  Years  and  five 
Months,  till  difcharged  by  the  Profccutor's  Order 
on  the  firft  of  OSiober  1703. 

To  this,  wc  have  what  is  called.  Exam.  pag.  36, 
37.  "  Ihe  Anfwer  of  the  Reverend  Mr.  Steer,  the 
"  prefent  Vicar  of  Ecclesfield,"  who  acknowledges, 
that  **  the  Vicar  and  Impropriators  applied  to  the 
•*  Court  of  the  Exchequer^'  nor  does  he  contradid: 
one  Word  of  what  we  have  faid.  He  owns  that 
the  Profecution  of  the  t^vo  Shofws  proceeded  to  an 
Attachments'^  and  that  "  they  were  both  fent  to 
Tork  Caftle,"  but  adds,  upon  what  Grounds  wc 
know  not,  that  "  they  made  over  their  Eflatcs  to 
•*  others;  io  that  there  was  nothing  to  feizc  but 
«*  their  Bodies,"  and  that  he  is  told,  "  Mr.  ManfeH 
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"  share  of  the  E.vpences  of  the  Suit  amounted  W 
"  20/."  and  that  **  Mr.  Af^^tV  declared,  the  Im- 
"  propriators  lliould  not  eafily  draw  him  into  ano- 
"  thcrContclt;' 

We  have  alfo,  Exam.  pag.  38,  39,  40.  an  **  A:^ 
•*  count  from  the  Records  of  the '  Exchequer,"  which 
ihews  the  Fihng  of  the  Bill  "  Anno  1694,  6  H^.  3. 
"  in  Mich.  Herm^'  fets  forth  feveral  Proceedings 
thereon,  and  relates,  that  "  on  the  25th  of  "Jutu 
"  the  9.  oi  W.  3.  iiT  T'rinity  Term it  was  de- 
creed by  the  Court, that  George  Shaw  (hould 

pay  unto  the  Plaintiffs  6s.  8d. and  that  fFil- 

Ham  Shaw  ftiould  pay  unto  the  laid  Plaintiffs 

13s.  4d.- with  Cofts  to  be  taxed  againfl  them." 

And  that  "  In  Michaelmas  Term  g.  W.  3.  Nohj.i^ 
the  Plaintiffs  obtained  an  Order  for  an  Attach^ 
ment  againfl:  George  and  William  Shaw  for  not 
performing  the  Decree,  and  for  not  paying  32/. 
Cofts  taxed.  On  which  Attachment  they  were 
taken  up  and  imprifoned." 
Thus  we  fee  both  the  Vicar's  Anjwer]  and  the 
Account  from  the  Records y  confirming  our  Caje  and 
the  Note  fubjoined,  in  all  the  material  Circumftancds 
of  this  Profecution. 

We  come  next  to  the  Examiner's  Remarks,  pag. 
40,  41.  **  The  above  Cafe,  fays  he,  defenres  a  pcciN 
liar  Attention,  as  carrying  with  it  the  Appearance 
of  Severity  on  the  Part  of  the  Profecutors,  and  6f 
Suffering  on  the  Part  of  the  Profecuted ;  wher*- 
"  as,  in  fad:,  the  Profecutors  were  the  chief  Buffed 
ers  J  and  this  Profecution,  when  impartially  laid 
open,  furnifhes  a  notable  Specimen  of  the  tmfkir 
Art  employed  by  the  fakers  in  cooking  up  their 
*'  CoUedlion  of  H;)LidOcvvjC    \V^\5tv^vs.^Vifewea^  that 
"  this  Suit  too  w^%  bt^vxtv  vc^  ^^  E*^c\ieqiuT  ^^^ 
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*•  before  thofe  Afts  were  in  being.'*  And  tRat, 
"  the  Title  to  the  Tithes  demanded  was  in  queftion  " 
Alfo,  that  "  they  {the  two  Shaws)  litigated  the  Right 
"  of  the  Plaintiff  to  the  Tithes  through  all  the 
•'  Steps  of  Law,  and  then  made  over  their  Eftatcft 
*'  to  others,  to  deprive  juft  Claimants  of  that  Satis- 
**  fadion  which  the  Law  had  decreed  they  fliould 
'*  receive."  That  "  the  Imprifonment  then  of  the 
**  two  Sh/:ws  was  the  Confequence  of  their  own 
"  fraudulent  A61,  which  left  no  other  poffible  means 
"  of  Redrefs,  and  which  meritedmore  than  it  fuf- 
"  fered,  to  deter  others  from  the  like  Praflice." 

In  this  the  Examiner  difcovers  more  Warmth 
than  Reafon :  Perhaps  he  will  cxcufe  his  "  fevere 
"  Expreifions"  by  faying,  that  they  "  happen  but 
"  upon  the  Difcovery  of  fomething  which  ought  to 
'*  excite  the  Dijplcafure  oi  an  homjl  Mind."  But, 
if  he  will  cool  a  little,  and  hear  us  cahniy\  we  fball 
fliew  him,  that  an  hontji  Mind  may,  through  Heat 
and  Miflake^  conceive  a  DUpkafure  without  juft 
Caufe  ;  and  that  himfelf  has  fodonc  on  this  Occa- 
fion  :  For,  what  he  fo  warmly  cenfures  as  a  frau- 
dulent yJcf,  is  only  faid,  not  proved,  by  the  Vicar, 
to  have  been  done  at  all ;  and  if  done,  might  have 
been,  not  fraudulent,  but  &nQ\y  juji  and  reafonable. 
They  might,  with  a  ftriil  Regard  to  Juftice,  have 
made  over  their  Eftates  for  Satisfaftion  of  their  juft 
Creditors,  of  whom  they  did  not  efteem  the  Profe- 
cutors  to  be:  And  it-would  have  been  both  unjufi 
and  unreajbnabk  in  them,  to  have  fuffercd  the  ^ff^ 
I>chts  of  more  merciful  Creditors  to  have  been  fwal- 
low'd  up  for  Charges  at  La^>,  the  far  greater  Part  of 
which  was  ivilfulh-  incurred  by  the  Profecutors,  at 
ter  they  might  Imve  recovered  their  Claim  ■»((6ott< 
Expence.    ThJs  htX  therefore  oi  ^xtsv^wixv^  ri^xl 
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and  unrtafonabk  Profecutors  from  depriving  jufi  Cre^ 
ditors  of  their  real  Dues,  might  be  ftridly  juft  and 
reafonable  ;  If  either  the  Vicar  or  Impropriators  had 
filtered  thereby,  it  would  have  been  only  the  Con- 
iequence  of  their  pcrfifting  in  fo  chargeable  a  Pro- 
ccte,  which,  were  we  as  keen  as  the  Examiner^  wc 
might  fay,  "  merited  more  than  it  fufFered,  to  deter 
**  others  from  the  like  Praftice." 

But  how  came  the  Examiner  to  imagine,  that 
"  In  faft  the  Profecutors  were  the  chief  Sufferers.'' 
He  can't  mean  in  the  Lofs  of  their  Claim  j  tor  that 
appears  to  have  been  but  a  Trife :  If  he  intends  it 
of  the  Expeoces  at  Law^  he  muft  be  miftaken  ; 
for  the  Defendants  muft  be  admitted  to  have  been  at 
leaft  at  an  equal  Expence,  and  muft  have  been  the 
greater  Sufferers,  becaufe  they  not  only  fuftained 
that  Expence,  but  were  alfo  obliged  (if  what  the 
Vicar  fays  of  *em  be  trae)  *'  to  make  over  their  E- 
**  ftates,"  and  to  fubmit  their  Perfons  to  a  long  and 
tedious  Imprifonment 

That  both  Parties  were  Sufferers  by  this  Profccu- 
tion  may  be  granted  j  but  with  this  neceffary  Di^ 
JlinSiion,  that  the  Profecutors  Suffering  was  of  choice, 
the  Defendants  of  NecefTity  ;  and  that  the  Severity 
of  the  Proceeding,  which  occafioned  both,  was 
imputable  only  to  the  Profecutors. 

One  would  naturally  think,  that  in  Cafes  where 
both  Parties  alledge  themfelves  Sufferers,  both  Par- 
ties fhould  be  defirous  of  Relief.  And  when  one  of 
them  oppofes  it,  there  is  reafon  to  fufpeft,  that  they 
have  an  Art  of  over-ballancing  their  Sufferings  by 
fome  concealed  Intercfi  in  the  Methods  that  produce 
them. 

Tht  Examiner,  a  Dealer  in  curious  Metaphors^ 
mak^s  mention  of  ^^  an  unfair  Art  ufed  by   the 
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**  fakers  in  Cooking  up  their  Colleftion,"  and 
obfcrvcs,  ^*  That  this  Suit  too  was  begun  in  the 
**  Exchequer  a  Year  before  thofe  Afts  were  in  boi- 
"  ing:"  Which  Obfeivation  would  have  been  more 
compleat,  had  he  added,  that  *'  This  Suit  too  was 
"  carried  on  in  the  Exchequer  above  two  Tears  after 
**  thofe  Afts  were  in  being."  But  fo  much  Truth 
did  not  fuit  his  Purpofc  ;  for  it  would  have  (hewn 
that  he  had  mifapply'd  his  pretty  Metaphor^  and 
raifed  an  Objedion  of  no  real  Weight. 

But,  it  feems  "  They  (the  two  Shaws)  litigated  the 
^'  Right  oi  the  Plaintiffs  through  all  the  Steps  of 
^^  Law."  What  Litigation  was  this  ?  No  other 
than  their  neceflary  Defence,  who  were  obliged  to 
fittend  the  Plaintiffs  Litigioufnefs  through  fo  tedious 
a  Courfe,  to  keep  themfelves  as  long  as  they  could 
out  of  Prifon.  He  adds,  that  "  their  Confinement 
"  was  not  a  clofe  or  a  fevere  one."  Nor  did  we 
infift  upon  any  unufual  Clofenefs  or  Severity  in  it : 
But  it  was  a  very  long  one  ;  they  "  remained  Pri- 
^*  foners  upwards  of  five  Years  and  five  Months  for 
**  Tithe  of  but  6s,  Sd.  Value  irom  the  one  of  them, 
'*  and  but  131.  4^/.  from  the  other;"  of  which  each 
of  the  three  Profecutors  was  intitled  but  to  one  third, 
viz.  lefs  than  2s.  3^.fi-om  the  one,  and  lefs  than  ^.6d. 
from  the  other.  Perhaps  the  Reader  will  think  fo 
long  an  Impri/onment  for  fiich  a  T'rijle  to  have  been 
Severity  enough  5  and  indeed  it  feems  to  have  fatif- 
fied  even  the  Projecutors  themfelves. 

From  what  has  been  faid,  wc  apprehend  it  will 
appear,  that  neither  the  Vicar's  Anfwer^  the  Ac^ 
count  from  the  Records  of  the  Exchequer^  nor  the 
Examiners  Remarks,  have  in  this  Cafe  in  the  leaft 
diminifhed  the  Credit  of  pur  Account. 
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The  Deception  intended  in  the  Exdminer-9  Ap^ 
peal  to  the  World,  pag.  42,  4.3.  will  be  obvious  to 
cVcry  one  who  confideis,  that  our  Brief  j^tcounf  « 
relates  only  fuch  Fa6is  and  I'ranJaBions  as  were  after 
the  Faffing  of  the  Ads  of  the  7th  and  8th  of  King 
William  l\h  If  therefore  fome  few  of  the  Pro/ecu-' 
iions  mentione  i  were  begun  before,  they  are  only 
taken  notice  of  by  us  as  continued  after  that  Time, 
when  it  was  in  the  Profecutor's  Option  either  to  cont 
tinue  them  or  make  ufe  of  the  cafier  Method  provir 
ided  I  'Twas  therefore  not  "  a  wrong''  but  a  "  right 
^*  Date'-  in  the  Brief  Account^  to  place  before  fuch 
Frofecutions  the  Time  from  which  they  became 
proper  SubjeSis  of  our  Obfervation.  This  then  could 
not  be  any  "  Attempt  to  deceive  the  Reader,*'  be* 
caufc  Profecutions,  whether  begun  or  carried  on  after 
that  Time,  were  equally  of  one  and  the  fame  Na^ 
ture^  Tendency^  and  Effe£l. 

His  Pretence  of  our  "  departing  from  the  Term3 
V  of  the  Decree,"  is  frivolous  j  nor  had  we  any 
Defign  in  omitting  thofe  Words,  Modus  s^  (mall 
ST/VM,  and  other  DueSy  which  he  feems  to  infert 
pnly  ^-  with  a  Defign"  to  raife  a  groundlels  **  Sur- 
f^  mife,  that  the  T'itlc  to  the  Tithe  was  in  queftion," 
which  yet  doth  not  appear  to  have  been  the  Cafe ; 
And  whether  it  were  or  not,  is  nothing  to  his  Pur- 
pofe,  unlefs  he  can  fhew  that  the  Defendants^  in 
Cafe  of  an  Application  to  the  Juftices,  would  have 
pilled  it  into  queftion. 

The  Examiner  owns,  that  *^  This  Cafe,  upon 
!•  the  Face  of  it  ip  the  Brief  Account y  feems  to 
!*  bear  hard  upon  the  Perfons  profccuted,"  and  that 
ff  the  Proceedings  appear  rigorous,'-  as  they  really 
V!^vt.  And  yet  fo  coufedttvt  v%  he  of  the  Succefs  of 
jbifi  Mifreprefentamni^  '^  xo  wc^^\!tv\^  C^iSst^  ^i^^vJ^ 
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he  has  not  been  able  to  difprovc  a  *  Word,  as  a 
Pretence  for  **  qucftioning  the  Truth  of  other  Cafe* 
*'  that  reft  upon  the  bare  Aflcrtion  of  the  fakers ;^ 
as  if  their  telling  the  moft  undeniable  Truth  in  this 
Cafe,  could  be  a  Foundation  for  dilbclieving  them 
in  otijfrs. 

The  Examiner^  by  this  his  Al>peal  to  the  Worlds 
fcems  apprehenjive  that  the  World  may  eafily  be  ina-p 
pofed  upon,  and  probably  he  may  have  fome  ground 
for  fuch  an  Apprehenfion^  as  having  obferved  that 
the  Clergy,  by  too  frequent  Experiments,  have  found 
it  to  be  fo. 

Neverthekfs  we  doubt  not,  but  the  clear  Light  of 
this  Cale  v/ill  difperfe  that  Miji  which  the  Exami^ 
Tiers  Art  has  rais'd about  it  ;  and  that  it  will  ftill 
appear  to  be,  what  it  really  is,  a  proper ^  jufi^  and 
true  Specification  of  the  Cauje^  PerJonSy  Place^  and 

Having,  we  hope,  fully  cleared  this  Cafe,  we  are 
called  back  by  the  prcfent  Vicar  of  Ecclesfield  to  re- 
view a  Cajey  which  he,  it  fecn^s,  '*  could  not  for- 
"  bear  taking  notice  of."  See  the  Examination  p. 
37.  and  the  Brief  Account  pag;  171.  The  Cafe  i$ 
as  follows, 

1733.  JoRN  Leppington  the  Elder  of  Oi^^>», 
was  profecuted  in  the  Ecclcfniliical  Court  for  about 
Ten  Shillings  demanded  for  Tithes,  at  tlic  Suit  of 
■  Tlrmckett  Tithe-farmer   of  the  Chapelry  of 

Pradfield. 
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This,  we  arc  told,  *Ms  mod:  notorioufly  untnici 
*'  if  Credit  may  be  given  to  Swicket  himfclf,  for  he 
*'  declares,  he  never  fued  Lepington  in  any  Court 
•*  whatfoever."  But  not v^rithftan ding  this  Aflcrtion, 
and  the  Story  told  by  Swicket  about  a  Mortuary^  *ti8 
fupposM,  that  Swicket  will  not  deny  that  a  Citation^ 
or  fomething  of  that  Nature,  was  againft  Lepington^ 
at  his  Suit,  and  that  Lepington  hearing  of  it,  em- 
ploy'd  a  Pro3or  to  appear  for  him ;  that  a  Friend 
of  Lepington  %  difcourfed  Swicket  about  the  Profecu- 
tion,  and  that  upon  his  Reprefentation  of  the  Afiair, 
Swicket  (aid  he  would  drop  it  j  and  accordingly  did 
fo.  And  indeed  Swicket's  own  Acknowledgment, 
that  he  "  dropt  the  Affair,"  naturally  implies  that 
he  had  iegun  it.  Nor  does  it  appear,  that  in  this 
Cafe  Swicket  applied  at  all  to  the  Juftices,  wherefore 
we  prefume,  his  Talk  of  "  not  catching  Lepington 
"  by  a  fFarrant"  is  a  mere  Evajion^  and  that  he 
had  taken  out  no  Warrant  at  all  againft  him, 

CASE    IV. 

P^g-  ^59-  [C]  1699.  Edward  Walker  of 
^oorfiton  le  Moor  in  the  Parifti  of  Little  OttertOHy 
was  profecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for  Tjthcs,  at  the 
Suit  of  John  fTalker  Parfon  of  Little  Otter  ton. 

To  which  this  Note  [  C  ]  is  fubjoined. 

Edward  Walker ^  for  one  Year's  Compofition  for 
Tithes,  amounting  to  about  31.  4^/.  was  committed 
to  Tor k  Caftle  on  the  21ft  of  OStober  1699,  and 
remained  Prifoner  about  nine  Years  and  three  Quar* 
tcrSy  till  difchar^edb^  Sut)crfc(fcas  w^oa  an  A(ft  of 
Grace  on  the  zothoixVi^M.otv^cii^R.^s.'^uV'j  a^^. 
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To  confute  this  Cafe,  the  Examiner,  pag.  45. 
produces  what  he  calls  "  ^e  Anfwer  of  the  Reve* 
"  rend  Mr.  Dent,  the  prefent  Vicar  of  Nortb-Ot- 
"  trington"  who  tells  us,  that  "  he  can  find  no 
*'  certain  Memory  prcfervcd  of  the  Circumftances 
*'  of  tliis  Tranladion."  However,  what  he  finds, 
though  uncertain,  he  communicates,  and  fuys, 
*'  There  are  thofe  who  remember  that  Edward 
**  Walker  removed  from  Thornton  U  Moor  to  Skelton 
"  near  Tork,  and  that  he  w;.s  committed  to  Prilon 
**  after  this  RemovaL"  Tliat  thofe  who  remember 
this,  "  do  not  recolleft  that  they  ever  heard  it  laid, 
"  that  Ei^ari^  ^fl/i^fr  was  committed  at  the  Suit 
"  of  Mr.  John  Walker."  All  this,  .the  Examiner 
knows,  fignifies  nothing,  and  therefore  docs  not  in- 
fill upon  it.  But,  the  prefent  Vicar  alfo  fays,  that 
"  Some  he  has  confiilted  do  remember,  that  he 
"  (the  Profecutor)  had  the  Sluaker  mentioned  in  the 
"  Profecution,  before  a  neighbouring  Juftice  of 
**  Peace,  upon  Nonpayment  of  his  Compofition  for 
*'  Tithes,  which  amounted  to  about  3^,  ^d.  a  Year." 
This  the  Examiner  makes  Ufe  of,  but  firft  fits  it  for 
his  Service  by  a  beneficial  Alteration,  and  gives  it 
thus,  that  "  Mr.  Walker  fummonedthe^aif^r  be- 
*'  fore  a  Juftice  of  Peace  for  the  Demand  Ipecified 
"  in  the  Note  to  this  Profecution."  This  (hews 
how  the  Examiner  can  improve  a  Thing ;  for  the 
Vicar  fays  no  fuch  Matter :  For  any  thing  he  has 
/aid,  it  might  be  for  another  Demand,  and  at  another 
T'ime.  The  Examiner  however,  from  Premifts  of 
his  own  making,  infers  that  "  the  Juftice  of  Peace 
"  refufi'd  to  a<S."  He  would  alfo  infera  Poflibility  of 
the  faker's  queftioning  the  Vicar's  Title.  All  which 
amounts  to  juft  nothing.  His  own  Confcioufnefs  of 
its  Weakne/s,  induces  him  to  cov.dcfctui.  ^oV.'w,  -i.^ 
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to  beg  the  Reader's  Candour  and  Chart fy  in  order  fa 
its   Reception.     As   to  the  ^akers^  he    fays,  dicy 
will  probably  not  be  latisficd  with  this  rcafonable 
{realonlejs)  Way  of  accounting  for  Mr.  JValkr'% 
having  Recourfe  to  the  Court  of  Exchequer.*^  But 
if  they  arc  not  fatisficd,  he  is  not  difappointed ;    for 
he  declares,  "  it  was. not  intended  for   their  Satis- 
**  faftion/*     Nor  does  he  appear  fo  much  as  to  hope 
that  any  unprejudiced  Perfon  can  be  fatisfied  there- 
with 5  and  therefore,    "  only,    very  modejlly^   pre- 
fumes  it  will  have  its  Weight  with  every  candid 
{he  does  not  fay  impartial)  Reader/' 
As  to  the  long  Imprifonment  of  Edward  tValker^ 
mentioned  in  the  Note  upon  this  Ca/e^  the  Examiner 
is  reduc'd  to  the  common  Plea  of  Perfecutors,  that 
^*  it  was  the  immediate  EfFed:  of  his  own  ObfiinacyP 
It  was  indeed  the  EfFcd:  of  his  confcientious  Refiiial 
to  pay  the  Parfon  about  3^.  \d.  for  Tithes,  and  of 
the  Parfon's  having  Recourfe  to  fuch  a  rigorous  Me- 
thod  of  Proceeding.     But   what  other  Men   call 
Conjcience^  is  by  the   Clergy   call'd  Ohjlinacy^    in 
every  Caje  that  would  lejfen  their  Fay. 

"  But  there  is,  Jays  the  Examiner,  pag.  46.  a  more 
'*  covered  Wrong  done  here,  in  the  fubtle  Method 
of  imputing  the  whole  Imprifonment  of  Edward 
Walker  to  the  Vicar,  and  to  have  this  fly  Fallacy 
fet  in  a  clear  Light,  may  be  of  fome  Ufe  to  the 
[^  Pemfers  of  the  Brief  Accounts 

But  what  if  it  (hall  appear  that  there  was  no 
Wrongs  no  Subtilty^  no  Fallacy^  in  the  Affair,  but 
every^  Thing  plain  and  open  Truth,  without  the 
leaft  Covering  or  Di/gui/e?  'Twill  then  doubtlcfs  be 
admitted,  that  the  Examiner  has  unfeafonably  tri- 
umph'd  before  the  Viftory. 

Case    IV.  What 


CC 

<c 

CC 
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What  we  have  aflferted,  in  the  Nhte  fubjbined  td 
thisProfecuiion,  is  exprelly  true,  viz.  that  "  Ed-^ 
•'  -ward  Walker,  for  one  Year's  Compofition  for 
**  Tithes,  amounting  to  about  y,  ^d.  was  commit- 
•*  ted  to  Tork  Caftie  on  the  2irt  of  OSfober  1699, 
'*  and  remained  Prifiiner  there  about  Nine  Years 
•*  and  Three  Quarters."  'Tis  alfo  true  what  the 
Mxaminer  fays  relpedling  the  Lijl  in  the  Appendik 
to  iht  Brief  Account,  that  Edward  Walker's  Xvapxi- 
ibnment  is  fet  down  in  thefe  Words,  viz.  "  Edward 
*'  Walker  for  3J.  ^d.  imprifoned  Nine  Years  and 
"  Three  Quarters."  His  Obl'crvation  alfo  is  titie, 
that  "  this  Reference  therefore  fixes  the  wljole  Im- 
•'  prifonment  upon  the  Projecutlou  referred  to  in 
"  pag.  159.  astheCaufe  of  it."  Nor  could  any 
thing  be  more  rcafonable  than  that  it  (hould  fo  fix 
at,  becaufe  that  Projecufion  waS  really  the  Caufe  of 
liis  Imprifonment  all  that  Time.  For  though  in 
,pag.  1 61.  of  the  Brief  Aaoun*,  "  The  {ime  Edward 
*'  Walker  is  fet  down  under  the  Yuar  1700,  as 
"  profecUted  at  Common  Law  for  Tithe  of  a  Farm 
**  at  Skelton,  at  the  Suit  of  Roger  Taylor  Tithe-far- 
*'  mer."  And  to  this  Prbfecution  the  following 
Note  is  fubjoined,  "  Edward  Walker,  being  before 
"  a  Prifoner  for  Tithes,  ^vas  ferved  with  this  Adti- 
"  on  in  the  Goal,  where  he  lay  a  long  while  after." 
Yet  his  lying  there  "  a  long  while  after,"  muft  be 
afiigned  to  the  fime  Caufe  as  his  being  committed 
thither  fome  Time  befo?-e  :  That  he  lay  in  Prifon 
Nine  Years  and  Three  Quarters  at  the  Suit  of  the 
Parfon,  wefliall  endeavour  to  make  appear  beyond 
all  rcafonable  Exception  j.For, 

Fir/l,  He  was  committed  to  Prifon  on  Exchequer 
Froccfs,  at  the  Parfon 's  Suit,  on  iVvt  ^ift-ol  O^obtr 

Case     JV.  \  i.^<^^- 
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i699«    This  appears  by  the  ♦  Copy  of  his  Com- 
mitment in  the  Margin. 

Secondly^  Being  in*  Prifon  at  the  Parfon's  Suit,  he 
was  fcrv'd  in  1700  with  an  A(^ion  at  the  Suit  of 
Roger  Taylor  Tithe-faraier,  and  was  by  him  alfo 
detained  by  a  Writ  de  Excommunicato  Capiendo ;  but 
of  that  Writ  and  ASHon^  and  all  other  at  the  laid 
Tithe-&rmer's  Suit,  he  was  by  him  dKcharged  in 
t  1704.  * 

Case     IV.  thirdly  y 

•  Ebor.  S  . 

Johcs  Lambert  Ar.  Vic.  Com.  prrdift.  Cuftod. 
Goal.  Dni.  Regis  Caftri  fui  Ebor.  Saltm.  Vircuce  bris  Dn'u 
Regis  mihi  direct,  tibi  mando  qd  Corpus  Edw.  Walker. 
in  Cuftod.  tuam  recipias  et  cum  Salvo  fc?r.  Ita  qd  ha- 
beam  Corpus  ejus  Coram  Baronibus  de  Scario  di£b.  Domr 
Regis  apud  Weftm.  a  die  Sti  Michlis  prox.  in  tres  Scpti- 
manas  ad  relpondend.  Dr>o.  Regi  de  divcrs.^  trnfgr.  Con- 
tempt.&OfFenf.  per  ipfum  nup.  faft.  Scperpetrat.  Et  hoc 
fcfr.  dat  fub  figillo  Officii  mci  Viccfimo  prime  dieO&ob. 
Anno  Dni.  1699.  per  FU. 

Caftri  Ehor.  ff. 

Edrus  Walker  ad  rcfpondend.  Dno.  Regi  dc  divers* 
trnfgr.  Contempt.  etOfFenf.  per  ipfum  nup.  fa£l.&  pcrpc- 
trat.  coram  Baronibus  de  Scario  &fr.  a  die  Sti  Michis 
px.  in  tres  Septimanas.  dat.  ai  die  Octob.  -  Anno  Dni« 
1699.        Exaiat.  per  Marmar.  Butler  Goalator  ibid. 

-f  This  appears  not  only  by  the  Certificate  of  Thomas 
Walker,  Son  oftbefaid  Edward  Walker,  but  alfo  by  the 
Difcbarge^  under  the  Hand  of  the  faid  Roger  Taylor  Tithe- 
farmer y  direSled  to  tbeHighShtxiS^  which  are  as  follows^ 

Thomas  Walker"^  Certificate. 

"  My  Father  Edward  Walker^  for  one  Ycar'^s  Com- 
•*  pofitiorxfor  T'w.Vvc^^  v^^^^  ^;i^tcA\\s.\\^Twt  C^ftle,  at 
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^thirdly ^  As  he  was  both  before  the  Tithe-far- 
mer's Aftion  a  Prifoner  at  the  Suit  of  the  Parfon,  fo 
was  he  alfo  during  the  whole  Continuance  of  that 
Adlion  upon  him  \  and  continued  the  Parfon's  Pri- 
foner for  above  Five  Years  after  he  was  difcharged 
from  the  laid  Tithe-farmer's  Aftion.  So  that  he 
lay  in  Goal,  at  the  Parfon's  Suit,  from  the  Time  of 
his  Commitment  on  the  21ft  of  OSiobtr  1699,  to 
the  Time  of  his  Difcharge  on  the  20thof  th^Month 
C  A  s  E     IV.  1 2  called 


*«  the  Suit  of  John  fValker  Prieft  of  North  Ottrtngtoit ; 
*'  and  although  Reger  Taylor  Tithcfarmcr  of  Skelton  did 
^^  profecute  him  at  CcmiMn  Law  for  Tithes  at  Skeltof/^ 
«<  yet  he  releafed  him,  and  the  Prieft  kept  him  Priloner 
*^  f  :veral  Years  after. 

Tefl.  Thomas  Walhrz 

Ge$  Flower^  George  Carter. 

The  Difcharge  of  Edward  Walker,  figned  by   Roger 
Taylor,  and  direiled  t^  the  High  Sheriff,  &fr. 

«*  To  the  High  Sheriff  (?/  the  County  of  York,  bis  Undck-- 

*'  Sheriff,  Sealkeeper  or  Goalcr, 

*«  Whereas  Edward  Walker  is  detained  a  Prifoner  in 
•*  your  Cuftody  upon  a  Writ  of  Excommunicato  capiendo 
•*  by  niy  Prof -curion  for  Nonpayment  of  Tithes,  I  do 
*'  hereby  difcharge  and  acquit  the  faid  Edward  Walter 
"  therefrom,  and  from  all  other  Aftion  or  Atftions  now 
^^  upon  htm  at  my  Suit,  and  do  hereby  authorize  you, 
**  and  every  or  any  of  you,  him  the  faid  Edward  Wal- 
*'  ker  to  difcharge  out  ot  your  XTuftody,  notwithfland- 
*'  ing  any  Aftionat  my  Suit  whatfoever :  And  for  your 
*«  fo  doing  this  fhall  be  your  fufHcient  Authority. 
**  Witnef*  my  Hand  this  7th  Day  of  Jfril  Anno  Dhi. 
*'  1704. 

Tbo.  Mojley  R.  ^/^Skelton, 
^obn  Kilcbin^mann 
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called   ^tily  .xyogy    being  NiJie  Tears  and  ^re$ 

^larters. 

The   Cafe  therefpre   is   ftated   with  the   utmoft 

Truth  and  Fain^efs;  and  all  the  Examiner]^  Outcry 

o^ Jly  FaVacy^  zx\A  covered  Wfong^  is  but  mere  Ar- 

tifice  and  Rhetorical  Delufion. 

The  Exammer,  pag.  47.  taxes  us  *'  with  a  (pite- 
**  Jul  Defcription  of  the  Length  of  this  Imprijon- 
*^  ment^'  of  which  we  (hall  only  take  this  Notice  ; 
That  he  feems  to  us  to  have  mifplaced  liis  Epichet 
Spitefuly  which  would  have  flood  much  more   pro- 

*  perly  before  the  Word  Lengthy  or  before  the  Word 
4mprijbnment, 

As  to  the  Acmint  from  the  Excheqiien^  pag.  44. 

-  it  relate?  only  the  ^^  Filing  of  the  Bill,"  and  lup- 
pofcs  "  the  Defendant  was  committed  by  an    At-- 

.  *^  tachment^^  But  that  can  be  no  Objeftion  to  our 
Account ;  for  he  mufl  have  been  neverthclefs  the 
Vicar's  Prifoner,  ;ind  liable  to  be  continued  or  dif- 
ch'^rgcd  at  his  Pleafure,  which  was  to  have  kept 
him  in  Prifon  yet  longer,  had  not  the  A£i  of  Grace 

.  JnterpQ(c4  to  fet  him  at  Libeit}% 

C  A  S  E     V. 

Pag.  159.  1699.  James  Conyers  of  T^opcUff 
'  Mannour,and  Matthew  Hutchinson  oi  Dalton^ 

were  profecutcd  in  the  Exchequer^  for  a  Demand  of 
.  Thirty  Shillings  each,  for  fmall  Tithes,  at   the  Suit 

of  T'homas  Newfofi  Parfon, 

To  this  Profccution,  in  the  Brief  Account^  is  no 
Note  fubjoined,  becaufe,  after  the  faid  Perfons  had 
been  Jiibpcenddmioxht  Excbcc[uer^  the  Parfo^,  upon 
better  Confidcration^  l\vo\]i^x  m^tx  \.^  ^^^^jVx^'&^xt. 

"    Case     V,  '^'^^ 
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'  The  Examiner  upon  this  produces  wliat  he  eallsf, 
pag.  48.  "  The  Anivver  of  the  Reverend  Mr.  Day, 
**  the  prefent  Vicar  of  Topcliff/'  who  tells  us,  *'  this 
**  Charge,  according  to  the  beft  Information  he 
"  can  meet  with,  is  falfe  and  groundltfs."  Which 
really  imports  no  more,  than  that,  becaufc  he  has 
taikt  with  fome  who  do  not  remember  it,  hp,  not 
very  wifely,  concludes,  that  all  which  they  have 
forgot,  is  falfe.  Wjiat  the  prefent  Vicar  alleges 
of  the  Parfon's  "  this  Year,  andfeveral  Yeas  after," 
taking  his  Demand  by  Jufticcs  Warrant,  may  very 
probably  be  true.  And  'tis  as  true,  that  he  firll  be- 
gan a  Profecution  in  the  Exchequer^  and  afterward, 
upon  more  mature  Deliberation,  prudently  declined 
it,  to  avoid  the  juft  Charge  of  Vexatioufnefs  and 
bppreflion,  which  mull  have  attended  the  Carrying 
of  it  on.  His  Beginning  of  that  Profecution  in  the 
Exchequer y  fut&cicntly  juftifies  our  Cafi:^  which  only 
relates  what  was,  and  has  no  Obfervations  about 
the  Carrying  of  it  on.  The  Examiner  therefore 
may  juftly  prefume,  png.  50.  that  '*  it  was  foon 
**  dropt,"  bilt  not  "  that  it  was  never  begun  at  all 
*^  in  that  Court."  His  faying,  that  '^  this  Inftance 
*'  alone  is  enough  to  blaft  the  Credit  of  the  Pam^ 
*'  phlet  in  which  it  is  found,"  is  rafli  and  groundlefe, 
as  will  appear  by  proving  the  FoSf  it  fclf  which  he 
lb  haftily  impeaches  :  This  is  done  by  *  Certificates 
C  A  s  E     V.  in 


*  TXv  C'*rrificate  of  John  Robinfv^n  of  Toklington  near 
Th  rske  /;;  the  North-Riding  (?/  Yorkfhirc,  Aged  above 
S>:v^nly  21:ars. 

*'  T  being  a  Rd.uion   to  Jiimrs  Comers^  and  a  near 
f'  Neighbour  to  ?Aattbru)  Ilutclinfcn^  do  very  well  rc.^. 
?•  member  tlic^y  v/erc  prokcuicd  \t\  \\vl  E>;c\^e(\utT  \s^ 


in  the  Margin,  One  of  them  from  an  ancient  and 
very  credible  Pcrfon,  a  Relation  to  James  Conyers^ 
and  a  near  Neighbour  of  Matthew  Hutchin/on  ;  the 
Other  from  the  Son  of  the  laid  Matthew  HutchinloUy 
which  confirm  the  Truth  of  this  Profecution  :  TKc 
Examiners  great  Care  in  marjhalling  every  Circum^ 
fiance^  however  minute^  and  improving  it  to  the 
Purpofe  of  byaffing  the'  Judgment  of  fuperjicial 
Readers^  naturally  infinuates  his  own  Sufpicion  of 
the  Weaknefs  of  his  Caufe  :  The  Paragraph  before 
OS,  though  a  very  Angular  one,  is  not  the  only  In- 
ftance  of  this  kind ;  he  wifely  takes  Care  to  let  the 
Reader  know,  that  he  is  not  "  to  expcd  fach  a 
^*  fortunate  Concurrence  of  negative  and  pofitive 
*•  Proof  in  many  other  Inftanccs."  We  n^d  not 
repeat  what  all  thefe  amount  to  in  the  Cafe  before 

C  A  S  E      V.  US. 


**  Thomas  Newfim  Prieft  of  TopcUff  for  Tithes ;  but  how 
••  far  he  proceeded  I  do  not  remember,  for  the  Neigh- 
«*  bourt  cried  out,  chat  he  fhould  profccuce  them  atter 
*«  that  manner,  therefore  he  dropt  his  Suit,  and  took  it 
•*  by  Ju  ft  ices  Warrant.  Witnefs  my  Hand  the  22d  pf 
««  the  2d  Month  called  ^/nV,  1741. 
Teft.    Ceo.  Flower. 

John  Rohinfin^ 

The  Certificate  of  Matthew  Hutchinfon  jun. 

<*  Thefe  are  to  certify,  thit  James  Conyers  of  ^opcliff 
«<  Mannour,  and  Matthew  Hutchinfon  of  Dalton^  were 
««  profectited  in  the  Exchequer  at  the  Suit  of  Thomas  New- 
*«  fom  Prieft  of  Jopclif- ;  but  that  Suit  dropt,  and  he  got 
**  a  Juftices  Warrant,  and  took  a  fat  Cow  from  Mat- 
«'  tbew  Hutchinfon  worth  four  Pounds^  for  thirty  Shillings 
*«  demanded  lor  fmall  Tithes.  Witnefs  my  Hand  this 
,  *«  2  6ch  Day  of  the  Month  called  yd(pr/7,  1741. 
Tcft.  C^o.  Flower 

John  ScoU  MauWotilluXcVvr^w*-^^;, 
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OS.  Wc  fhall  only  obfervc,  that  to  declaim  and  con- 
fute are  two  Things,  The  Fads  wc  produced  arc 
yet  unafFeded  by  the  Enquiries  made  in  order  ta 
difprove  them,  as  well  as  by  the  Examiner  s  Re* 
marks,  and  proved  to  be  fomething  more  than 
**  ^Jalfe  Suggejiions:''  We  (hall  not  affert  that  fuch 
mean  Subterjuges  as  the  Examiner  has  Refort  to,  arc 
•*  enough  to  blaft  the  Credit  of  the  Pamphlet  in 
**  which  they  are  found,"  but  can*t  forbear  asking. 
What  Credit  is  due  to  a  Pamphlet  where  fo  much 
Artifice,  Perverfion,  and  ftudied  Defign  of  impo- 
fing  upon  the  Reader,  appears?  To  be  for  evei  in- 
trenching, or  fecuring  a  Retreat  by  the  Hdpof  i?i&^- 
torical  Mijisy  feems  incompatible  with  a  Purpofe  of 
undeceiving  thofe,  whoni  he  would  infinuate  to  be 
mijled  by  the  Brief  Account  But  we  can  upon 
good  Grounds  aflert,  that  the  Compilers  of  the  Brief 
Account  adted  in  that  Collection  with  the  vno^  Jiri0 
Regard  to  Trutb^  nor  did  they  in  any  thing  know- 
ingly deviate  therefrom. 

The  Parfon's  pradent  declining  the  fevere  Method 
ofProfecution  in  this  Cafelbegun,  (hews,  that  even 
in  his  own  Judgment,  that  Beginning  was  unnc- 
ceflary  j  which  Beginning  muft  have  been  attended 
with  fome  Charges,  for  Subpcenas  are  not  taken  out 
and  ferved  without  Expence :  Though  it  feems  the 
Parfon  found  Means  to  reimburfe  himfllf ;  for 
Mutchinjon'^  Son  has  informed  us,  that  "  for  tbirtf 
^*  Shillings  he  took  from  his  Father  a  Cow  worth 
•'  four  Pounhj*  which  was  50X.  toward  his  Charges 
in  the  Exchequer. 

Cask     V.  CASE 


•  £xam)fa/ion  p:ig,  27, 


(  ?o 

ft 

CASE   vr. 

Pag.  i6'i.  [I]  1701.  John  CowEL  of  Leeds^ 
was  profccuted  in  the  Ecclejhflical  Court,  at  the 
Suit  of  John  Killingbeck  of  Z/m/j.Pricft* 

To  which  this  Note  [  I  ]  is  fubjoined. 

yohn  Cowel  was  rommitted  to  Rothvel  Goal  on 
the  23d  of  December  170 1,  and  continued  Prifoner 
about  Three  Years  for  veiy  finall  Sums  demandedr 
Hc  was  releafcd  on  the  15  th  of  December  1704, 

Upon  this  Cafe,  \\\t  Examiner^  pag.  51.  produ^ 
ces  "  ^he  Anlwer  of  the  Revernid  Mr.  Cookfon, 
"  the  prefect  Vicar  of  Leeds,"  which  introduces 
fiVO  Papers :  0?ie  of  them  is  a  Certificate  from  the 
Mayor^  Recorder^  and  three  Aldermen  of  Leeds^ 
dated  the  20th  of  December  1738,  fetting  forth 
"  their  Acqur/uitance  with  the  Reverend  Mr.  KiU 
**  lingbecky  and  that  "  he  was  a  Per  ion  of  a  gene- 
**  ral  good  Charadler,  of  a  pious  and  fober  Conver- 
^*  lation  ;  of  a  charitable,  candid  and  peaceable 
•*  Difpofition  :  That  they  never  heard  i^e  was  con- 
•*  cern'd  in  any  Law-fuits,  or  that  he  ever  profecutcd 
"  any  of  the  People  called  ^takers'''  All  which  is- 
very  well,  and  we  could  have  wifli'd,  that  a  Man 
of  fo  general  a  good  Charader,  had  not  fullied  it  by 
this  particular  Inftance  of  Severity.  However,  we 
fuppofe,  that  the  Mayor ^  Recorder^  and  Aldermen^ 
will  admit,  that  he  might  poHibly  be  concerned  in 
this  Suit  without  their  e^cer  hearing  of  it. 

The  other  Paper  contains  a  Narrathe,  fign'd  by 
the  Mavor^  an  Aidcrmau^  and  the  Common  Clerk  of 
Case     VI.  "L^eit^ 
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J^ie3st  refp^iAg  fbmc  DUcouile  they  bad  wldi  one 

William  Benjim  a  ^sker,  who,  they  foy,  told  them, 
that  "  He  remembred  yobn  Cowel  was  a  Prifoner 
"  in  Rotbwellf  but  that  it  was  op  the  Profccution 
"  of  JVilliam  Ewan,  who  was  then  a  Faimer  of 
"  Tithes  under  Lord  Burli'ngtm  ;  and  that  be  ixry 
*'  vxll  remembred  Mr.  Killingbeck  to  have  been  a 
"  very  peaceable  Man^  and  never  heard  that  any  of 
"  their  Friends  were  profecuted  by  him,  or  upon 
**  his  Account." 

What  JVilliam  Benfon  may  fay  he  remembers  of 
another  Profccution,  can  have  no  Relation  to  this  we 
are  fpcaking  of,  which  the  Regijler  of  the  Arch- 
4eacori%  Court  tells  us,  was  "  for  not  paying  a  Church* 
**  Layj"  and  confcquentty  could  not  be  at  the  Suit 
tii ^Tithe-farmer.  As  to  Benfm'%  not  Ikarirg  of 
this  Projecuticn,  it  hath  nothing  to  do  wiih  me  <^aje, 
the  Truth  of  which  has  no  Relation  either,  to  hit 
Knowledge  or  Ignorance  of  It. 

The  Examiner^  ■  pag.  52.  objects,  that  "  in  the 
"  Books  of  the  ConJ^ory  Court  at  Tork  there  arc  no 
•*  Footflepe  of  any  fiich  Caufe,"  which,  no  doabt, 
is  true,  feeing  himfelf  has  found  it  in  another  Court  % 
and  has  accordingly  given  u6  what  he  calh  "  the 
"  following  ExtraSl  out  of  the  Regiftry  of  the.  Arch 
*'  Deacon  of  Tork,  atteftcd  by  the  Regi/ier,  viz. 

"  I  find  that  John  Cowel  of  the  Parifli  of  Leeds^ 
*'  within  the  Archdeaconry  of  Tork,  was  prefented 
*'  at  the  Vifitation  of  the  Reverend  Knightley  Chet- 
*•  ivood  Doctor  of  Divinity,  Archdeacon  of  Tork, 
"  held  at  Ttf(^^^^r  the  2d  .Day  of  May  1701,  for 
*•  not  paying  his  Churcb-Lay,  being  one  Shilling 
**  and  fix  Pence.  But  the  laid  yobn  Cowelwas  not 
**  prelented  nor  profecuted  in  the  £iid  Archdeacon'i 
•'  Court,  at  the  Suit  of  the  Reisatui'^oVrti'KiVVtu- 


cc 
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^  beck  Clerk,  the  then  Vicar  of  Leeds  aforciaid, 
**  upon  any  Account  whatibever. 

Tork^  Dec.  8.  1740.  Rich.  Bratbwait  Rcgifter. 

This  Certificate  the  Examiner  calls  an  ExtraSf^ 
though  common  Senfe  may  afliire  any  Man  that  the 
latter  Part  of  it  never  was   in   the  Regiftry.     The 
former  Part  however  fliews,  that  "  John  Ccnvel  of 
Leeds  was  prefented  in  the  Archdeacon's  Court  in 
1701,  for  not  paying  his  CA?/rfZ'-L^7y,  being   one 
Shilling  and  fix  Pence."     But  the  Certificate  men- 
tions not  at  whofe  Suit  this  was  done.     'Tvvas  pro- 
bably at  the  Suit  of  the  Churclrdoardens^  who,  belide 
their  own  Claim,  might  alfo'infert  the  Claim  of  the 
Prieft,  and  that  'twas  ufual  about  that  Time  io  to 
do,  the  Examiner  himfelf  aflures  us,  when,  in  pag. 
^5.  he  fays,  *^  Thirty  or   Forty  Years  ngo,  it   was 
"  cuflomary  in  this  Archdeaconry  to  have    People 
**  frejentcd  iox  VlO^  paying  tlicir  Du(s   to  the  Mini- 
**  fter,"  and  that  ''  Prcjcniments  made  for  not  pay- 
**  ing  the  Miniftcr  his  Dues,  arc  akvays  figned   by 
"  xh^  Churchwardens^  and  generally  by  the  Church- 
**  wardens  only^  without  the  Minifter."     A  notable 
Expedient !  whereby  that  which  is  for  the.Mini- 
ftcr's  Claim  is  covered  with  the  Name  of  the  Church- 
wardens.    This  politick  Procedure  ^Ae   wer-e   igno- 
rant of,  and  therefore  related  the  Ca/e  as  it   real/y 
was,  not  as  their  Craft  had  nominally  difguifed  it* 
•This,  we  hope,  will   be  thought  excitable   in   us, 
who  were  unacquainted  with  that  Fincne/s  of  Policy^ 
which   the  Clergy  excrcife,  to.  fccure  at  once  their 
Intereft  and  their  Reputation :  By   this   means,  the 
Parfon  unfeen  may  carry  on  a  rigorous  Profecution, 
and  lay  both  the  Blame  ^nd  Expenceat  the  Church- 
C  A  S  E     Yl*       "  ^-wrdens 
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wardci^s  Door :  And  indeed  fuch  Churchwapdeo^ 
juftly  deferve  both,  as,  a  due  Reward  of  that  little 
W'lldom  which  made  them  the  Parfon's  T'ooh  :  But 
'tis  unequal  the  Parifli  fliould  have  the  Charge  of  fuch 
a  Piofecution  impos'4  upon  them  in  their  Accounts. 
We  alfo  obfcrve,  that  the  Regifters  Extradt  fays 
not  a  Word  of  the  IiTue  of  the  Frcfentmerit  menti- 
oned. His  ExtraSi  probably  contains  nothing  but 
what  wa*  thought  proper  for  the  Service  it  was  de- 
fign'd  fpr.  NotwiLhftanding  any  thing  he  has  faid, 
the  R^giji^^y  of  the  Court  may  alfo  fliew  the  Parfon's 
Cla'nn^  the  Decree  for  Ccm^cPs  Excommunicatiop, 
and  the  llfuing  of  the  5/[g';;//{6'^L7/,  upon  which  the 
Writ  di'  excommunicato  capiejido  was  grounded.  For 
'tis  certain  that  he  was  imprifoned  upon  fuch  a 
Writ,  as  appears  by  a  Copy  of  the  *  Precept^  which 
Case     VL  K  2  we 


^  57?^  Original /^c7/v^f/2  Latin,  h  rendred  into  Ysi^x^^  as 
followSj 

Tork  {T. 

Robert  Conjlablt'  Knt.  Sherin^of  the  faid  County,  to  all 
ami  finguliir  my  B.^yliffs  in.tnd  thro*  chf  faid  County,  and 
th^ir  IVputic^o  and  to  the  Bayliff  of  the  Liberty  of  the  Ho- 
nnuro\  PontefraEl^  and  his  JDe  ^utif*s.  Y^h^rc^s  Knigbtley^ 
Cvetwood  \^ToltlVor  of  S.xcrtd  Theology,  Archdeacon  of 
the  Archdeaconry  oi  Tork^  in  the  Cathedral  and  Metro- 
politan Church  of  St.  Peter  zilork  lawfully  founded,  by 
hisj^etters  fealed  with  th-  Seal  ot  the  Archdeaconry,  hath 
fi?nifird  and  certified  to  the  Lord  Archbifhop,  that  one 
John  Cowel  of  the  Parifh  of  Leeds  Yeoman,  of  the  Arch- 
dctronryof  Tork,  and  of  the  Diocefe  of  the  Archbifliop 
o\  Tork,  for  liis  manifjft  Contumacy  in  not  appearing  be- 
fore the  {\v\  Knightl^y  Cbet'Ufoodor  his  Surrogate,  to  cer- 
tain Articles,  Heads,  or  laitr;?osai\.oxv:^^  cwvo^wv^^'^^^^ 
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we  have  ftsra,  tnd  can  produce,  direded  frem  j^ 

kri  Co^/iaAle  Knt.  then  Sheriff,  to  his  Baylifis,  for 

the  taking  up  the  fiiid  John  Cawel :  Which  Precept, 

,  dated  the  22d  of  December  170 1,  the  Day  before 

his  Commitment^  recites  the  Significavit  of  his  Ex^ 

communication^    and  the  fFrit  granted  thereupon. 

\^c  have  alfo  fcveral  Memorandums  written  near  the 

Tfiinc  oi  his  Difcharge,  which  ihew  the  Interceflion 

^de  to  the  Prieft  on  his  Behalfi    One  of  thofe 

Memorandums^  dated  the  26th  of  the  2d  Month, 

{April)    ijo^y    rektes,    that  **  Robert  Arthington 

^^  had  di(couis'd  with  the  Prieft  at  Letds^  in  relation 

Case    VI.  **  to 
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mere  Hedth  of  his  Soul,  an  J  cnc  R  form  rion  of  his 
Manners,  and  dpccially  certain  Crimes  or  Offences  Ec- 
defiaftical  againft  him  in  the  Arcl.idiaconal  Vifitation  of 
theaforefaid  Archdeacon  of2ir^prcfcntcd  and  exhibited, 
having  been  lawfully  cited,  openly,  publickly  and  often 
recogniz*d,  and  long  expefted,  and  in  no  wile  appearing 
nor  excufing  his  D-l\y,  by  the  Authority  of  the  fald 
Archbilliop  his  Ordinary,  the  fa  id  John  Compel  is  excom- 
municated, and  icfufcs  to  be  ^  Jujliciated  by  Ecclefiafti- 
cal  Ccnfure :  And  forafmuch  a*  the  Rcyjal  Authority  oix^t 
IjOt  to'  be  wanting  to  Holy  Church  in  her  Complaints, 
therefore  by  Virtue  of  a  Writ  of  our  Lord  the  King  to 
me  direftea,  I  command  you,  and  every  of  you,  joinijy 
and  feverally,  that  you,  or  one  of  you,  Jujiiciate  the 
/aid  7^4^  CfiW^/by  hisBody,  until  he  {hall  have  fatisfied 
Holy  Churchy  as  well  for  the  Contempt,  as  lor  the  Injury 
done  to  the  faid  Knightley  Chclicood,  and  how  this  Precept 
of  our  faid  Lord  the  King  hath  been  executed  make 
known  to  our  faid  Lord  the  King,  in  the  OSaves  of  trte 
Purification  of  the-  blefltd  Virgin  Mary^  whcrcfocvcr  he 
ftall  then  be  in  £irg//i«^.— — »— And  this,  isc.  Given 
under  the  Seal  of  my  Office  the  22d  Day  of  the  Month 
of  Dece^hery  in  the  Year  of  our  Lord  1701. 
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'*  to  Jebn  Cewel,  and  had  got  Ibme  Encouragement 
•*  for  his  Relcafement."  Arwtber  of  them,  dated 
the  24th  of  the  next  Month,  relates,  that  "  Robert 
"  Arthington  did  again  fpcak  to  Pricft  Ki/ltngAeck  ^ 
•*  on  the  Behalf  of  John  Cowei,  but  the  fcid  Piieft 
■*  fcemed  more  aver(e  to  the  did  Robert's  Requeft 
'*  than  formerly."  Soon  after  which,  we  find 
another  Memorandum^  dated  the  26th  of  the  fifth 
Month  {July)  xjo^y  importing,  that  "  the  Gorier 
•*  of  Rothiveil  had  propofcd  to  John  Cowei  a  Way 
**  to  gain  his  Liberty,  by  making  the  Signijicavit 
**  void,"  which  Method,  we  fuppofe,  was  made 
Ufc  of;  for  in  December  following  he  wjs  releafid. 

Had  the  Prieft  been  altogether  unconcerned  in  this 
Profccution,  would  he  have  been  fo  repeatedly   ap- 

Elicd  to  without  giving  the  kaji  Intimation  of  his 
aving  no  Concern  therein  ?  This  to  us  fccms  very 
improbable.  'Tis  apparent,  that  his  Urmillingne/s  ro 
dilcharge  John  Cewel,  oblig'd  him  to  take  another 
Method  to  gain  his  Liberty.  How  could  the  Pariba 
have  prevented  his  Difcharge  if  he  had  no  Hand  in 
his  Imprifonment  ?  This  Circumftance  alone  is  fu£- 
ficient  to  acquit  our  Ca/e  either  of  direff  Fa/Jhood,  or 
bare-faced  Fallacy^  and  to  let  the  Reader  fee,  how 
forward  the  Examiner  is  in  fixing  fuch  grofs  Impu- 
tations on  thofe  who  dereive  them  not ;  and  that 
we  had  good  Reafon  for  afcribing  this  Profecution 
to  the  Prieji^  how  artfully  focvcr  it  might  be  co- 
vered under  a  Prejentment  in  the  Name  of  the 
Cburch'd.ardens. 

In  our  Enquiry  into  this  Cafe,  we  find  that  four 
others  of  our  Friends,  namely,  Benjamin  Hcrner, 
A.\RON  Atkinson,  John  Abmitage  and  Ema- 
nuel Lappage,  were  cited  into  the  Eccu^aflical 
Court  at  the  fame  Time  with  jf obn  CotbcI  ;  Vi'i.  -Ccv^s. 
Case     VI.  '^'^ 
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the  Brief  Account  makes  no  mention.  We  do  not 
find  liiat  they  were  impiifoned,  nor  that  any  Ap- 
plication was  made  to  the  Parfon  refpeding  them  : 
Thife  (hews  that  the  Cafe  of  John  Cowel  had  fome 
particular  Relation  to  the  Prieji  which  the  others 
had  not.  . 

CASE    VIL 

Pag.  162.  [L]  1702.  Robert  Halliday  of 
Syrfon,  was  profecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for  fmall 
Tithes,  Eajier  Reckonings,  &c.  at  the  Suit  of 
Leonard  Conyers  Parfon  of  Kir  by  over  Carr. 

To  which  this  Note  [  L  ]  is  fubjoined. 

Robert  Halliday,  for  a   Demand  of  iis.  6d.  for 
'  about  feven  Years  fmall  Tithes  and  Eajier  Reckon- 
ings, had  his  Goods  taken  away  by  a   Sequeftration 
to  the  Value  of  Sixty  Pounds. 

In  Anfwer  to  this  the  Examiner  produces  three 
feveral  Accounts,  the  firft  of  which  he  calls, 

Mr.  Dudourdieus  Account,  the  prefent  Recflor 
of  Kirkby  over  Carr,  who  "  with  Regard  to  the  Pro- 
"  fecution  of  Robert  Hallidaf*  kys,  that  *'  all  who 
**  had  a  Hand  in  it  are  now  dead,  except  Mr.  Oatei 
**  oi  Pickerings  who  was  Clerk  to  Mr.  Hunter  the 
**  Attorney  employed  by  Mr.  Conyers  in  the  Ma- 
"  nagementof  this  Suit/'  Tiiat  "Mr.  Oates  was 
*^  prefent  when  Halliday  %  Goods  were  fcized  by 
**  Virtue  of  the  Sequejlration^'  and  informs  him, 
**  That  Halliday  did  not  feem  at  all  concerned  ;  but 
**  faid,  The  Parfon  had  dealt  hardly  by  him,  for  if 
"  he  had  at  awy  Tiiwe  Icized  his  Goods  to  the  Value 
Case    YIL  ''  cii 
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•*  of  hi  i  Demands,  and  Jo  far  as  theywere  right,  he 
"  iliould  liave  found  no  Fault  with  him."  Tiiat 
•'  in  October  1738,  Hobcrt  Ualluhiy  himfelf  was 
**  living,"  and  the  Rtdtor  "  invited  him  to  dine 
"  with  hini,"  That  "  IlalliiUy  was  then  upwards 
"  of  Ninety  Six  Yea:s  of  Age,  andcxcetdingly 
"  dcjf."  And,  lays  the  Realtor,  "  the  Burden  of 
"  his  Aiifwer  to  the:^wr/«  I  then  put  to  him,  wjs 
**  to  tbc  Line  'frxt  wifii  what  Mr.  0.:t:s  reports 
"  him  to  have  laid  in  his  Hearing."  Tiic  Rc<;t^jr 
faitlicr  adds,  tiiat  Mr.  Oatcs  fays,  "  The  Dcmoyii 
"  might  have  been  recovered  by  a  Wairant  from 
"  the  Juf>iccs." 

Tlic  Rector,  hkean  impartial  Enquirer,  appHcd 
totlrje  whobcrt  knew  the  whole  Affair,  viz.  Halli- 
das  himfelf,  and  a  Perfon  who  was  prcfent  at  ex- 
ecuting the  Scqiteftration.  His  Account  depending 
on  fuch  unexceptionable  Evidences,  muft  be  valid  ; 
they  evince  that  there  was  fuch  a  Profccution  as  we 
have  defcrihed ;  and  one  of  them,  a  Petfon  who 
muft  be  prefum'd  to  knov/  fomething  of  tlie  Affair, 
"  calls  Mr.  Ccuycrs  a  litigious  vexatious  Man,  for  ' 
"  profecuting  HalUday  in  the  Exchequer  for  a  De- 
"  mand,  wiiich,  he  fays,  mig!\t  have  been,  recovered 
"by  a  Warrant  from  the  Jujiiccs!'  This  Perfon, 
being  at  the  Time  of  the  £'cy<v^/m,'//wz  Clerk  to  the 
Plaintiff'^  Attorney,  and  prefent  ihcreat,  muft  be 
admitted  to  exprtis  t!ie  Sentiments  he  then  had  of 
■HalUdays  Cafe,  which  fccms  to  have  mcv'd  Com- 
paffion  even  in  the  Laivyas  e'nipIo)'d  againft  hitn. 
The  Redtor  lavs,  "  Hj  can't  determine  how  far 
"  this  was  true,"  thou;i!i  ithus  certainly  the  Ap- 
pearance of  great  Prohiibiiitv,  But  the  Redlor  adds, 
that  "  upon  the  whole,  he  thinks,  if  Mr.  CoimTs 
*'  had  laved  Omtentioji,  he   would  lAOit  VaMc  'iys^ 

.  Case      Vll  ^^  ?vx-^i\ 


(8o) 

•*  fhort  as  he  did,  till  he  had  righted  himfelf,  a&  he 
**  then  calily  might,  in  leveral  Inftances,  wherein 
**  his  Succcffbr  fufFers  much  Damage.'*  But,  we 
think,  that  his  not  fucceeding  in  this  Suit,  with 
refpcdt  to  the  great  Tithes  he  fued  for,  and  the 
Trouble  and  Charge  he  had  been  at,  might  be  the 
Caufe  of  his  flopping  ftiort,  by  teaching  him  at  laft 
that  Pmdence  which  his  wifer  SucccSbr  has  fince 
pradtifed. 

Hallidafs  Behaviour  upon  this  Occafibn  fuffici- 
cntly  clears  him  of  the  Perverfenep  laid  to  his 
Charge :  His  ExpreiTions  demonftrate  a  patient  Sub^ 
mijjion  to  a  grievous  Opprejjion ;  juftly,  yet  modcftly, 
blaming  the  Prieft  for  "  dealingyi)  hardly  by  him," 
and  at  the  fame  Time  fhewing  He  would  have  bccft 
io  far  from  oppofing  the  Prieft,  had  he  taken  left 
rigorous  Mealures,  that  he  declared,  "  he  (hould 
•*  have  found  ho  fault  with  him."  Is  it  poffiblc  to 
conceive  any  ConduSl  more  agreeable  to  a  Dijpofition 
traly  ChriJUafiy  more  remote  from  Litigioujhefs^  or 
more  moving  to  Compaflion  and  Redrefs  ? 

The  next  Account  which  the  Examiner  brings, 
pag.  56.  is  from  a  Perfon  whom  he  calls  the  Reve- 
rend Mr.  Prowdcy  Vicar  of  Middletoni  In  which 
the  Vicar  tells  us,  that  he  "  had  the  Satisfaftion  to 
find,  that,  in  the  large  Circuit  of  that  Parifli, 
there  was  not  one  who  refledted  upon  his  (  Mn 
Conyers)  Memory,  though  he  was  not  generally 
reputed  to  be  a  very  peaceable  Maji^'^vid,  then  gives 
us  tne  Reafons  why  he  was  not  fo  reputed,  one  of 
which  was  this  very  Suit  againft  Halliday  5  never- 
theleis,  the  Vicar  adds,  "  according  to  the  beft  In- 
telligence he  could  get,  Mr.  Conycrs  was  very 
obliging  to  all — who  had  not  forfeited  all  Claim 
to  kindUfiige  by  their  Pervxrfcnefs  and  Obftinacy." 
Case    VU.  But 
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fiut  in  this  wb  liavc  provM  him  miftakcti,  by  {hetir* 
ing,  that  HalUday  had  not  forfeited  all  Claim  ta 
kind  Ufage  by  his  Peruerfetieji  and  Objiinacy,  but 
was  of  a  remarkably  meek,  peaceable,  and  Chriju.-f^i 
Difpofition.  The  Vicar*B  Charader  of  Mr.  Conyers 
feems  not  very  confiftenti  His  Etpreflions,  that 
"  no  one  rcfled:ed  upon  his  Memory,"  that  "  he 
"  was  not  generally  reputed  a  very  peaceable  Man,'* 
and  yet,  tMt  "  he  was  very  obliging  to  all,"  we 
leave  to  himfelf  to  reconcile.  '' 

The  Vicar  farther  tells  us,  *'  that  he  has  learnt," 
but  fays  not  from  whom,  "  that  Mr.  Conyers  fent 
"  frequently  Year  after  Year  for  his  Tithes,  before 
**  he  proceeded  in  the  Method  complain'd  of,"  but 
how  tliat  could  juftify  hi«  profecuting  for  them  ia 
the  Exchequer  eight  Years  together,  after  the  AUfi 
for  a  more  eafy  Method  of  Recovery  took  placc> 
the  Vicar  doth  not  explain.  We  muft  acknowledge, 
that  the  Vicar's  Pains,  ingoing  "quite  throughout" 
a  neighbouring  Parilh  of  fo  large  Extent,  and  of 
fo  difficult  a  Paflage  as  is  rcprefented,  to  have 
been  very  confiderable,  and  he  may  perhaps  think 
it  hard,  that  fo  much  Zeal  and  Labour  fhould  pro^ 
duce  no  better  Ef&ft ;  for  as  to  any  pertinent  Intel- 
ligence brought  back  from  thence,  he  might,  with 
equal  Service  to  the  Examiner's  Caufe,  have  ftaid 
with  his  Flock  at  home. 

Both  the  foregoing  Accounts  make  mention  of  a 
certain  ^aker^  whom  the  Reiflor  reprefents  to  have 
been  "  at  conftant  Variance  with  the  Parfon,"  and 
to  have  been  a  Man  fo  litigious,  that  he  was  com- 
monly upon  that  Account  called  Lawyer  Shotton, 
This  Shotton  is  laid  by  the  Vicar  to  have  "  encour- 
"  aged  Halliday  in  his  Perverfencfs."  But  whate- 
ver Shotton  might  be,  Halliday  vj-as  wA  ^wctr^e. 
Case     Vll.  \,  '^^ 


but  a  meek,  tatwit^  and  conjcientkm  Sufferer  ;  for 
which  Reafon  his  Cafe  was  juHly  inferted  in  our 
Brief  Account^  in  which  5i5//o«'s  "  conftant  Vari- 
*'  ance  with  the  Parfon"  would  never  have  entitled 
him  to  any  Notice. 

The /foW^ffOtfff/ brought  by  the  'Examiner ^  p. 
57,  is  only  this,  "  Mr.  Conyen  of  Malton  lays,  that 
••  a  Daughter  of  Mr.  Leonard  Conyers,  now  Wife 
*'  of  William  Harrijbn  of  Flaxfon,  heard  Robert 
**  Halliday  ufe  this  Exprefllon  to  her  Father,  L.eon\\ 
"  thou  fimlt  ruin  me  ^  or  I  will  ruin  tlxe" 

Here's  an  Evidence  fo  unguarded,  as  pofiti'vely  to 
affirm  what  another  Perfon  heard :  An  Kiji'dence 
which  common  "Jujlice  would  fet  afide,  ai  affirming 
what  he  cannot  know.  An  Evidence  which  naturally 
raifes  a  reafbnabJe  Sufpicion  of  its  own  Truth  :  A 
Sujpicion,  which,  together  with  the  Improbability  of 
the  Thing  aflerted,  and  the  U^ant  of  the  Teftimony 
of  the  Woman  herfelf,  i\\con!y  credible  iVitncfs  of 
what  fhc  heard,  gives  juft  Ground  to  disbelieve  the 
whole  Story  :  And  yet  this  is  all  the  Foundation  the 
Examiner  has  for  calling  this  Expreffion  by  the  name 
of  Halliday'%  Declaration,  pag.  62,  and  urging  it  as 
an  Argument  of  HalHdciy'^  Perverfencfs,  without 
giving  any  reajbnable  Proof  that  he  ever  faid  it. 

*Tis  an  /ibufe  upon  the  Reader  of  the  Examina- 
tiony  to  fuppofe  him  fo  weaklv  credulous,  as  to  ac- 
cept a  "Narrative,  tending  to  the  Defamation  of  an 
honeji  upright  Man,  upon  no  better  Ground,  than 
that  of  his  being  told  by  this  Examiner,  that  Mr. 
Conyers  of  Malton  lays,  that  the  Wife  of  William 
Harrijbn  heard,  a  Story  utterly  improbable  to  be 
trae.  In  Difproof  of  which  Tale,  and  of  Halliuay'% 
being  direded  or  advifed  by  Sholton,  we  refer  to 
Case    VII.  the 
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the  *  Teftimony  of  Samuel  Pickering,  a  Perfbn 
well  acquainted  with  them  both,  inferted  in  the 
Margin. 

We  conae  next  to  the  Account  from  the  Records 

of  the  Exchequer,  which  fays,  that  "  Leonard  Con'* 

"  ^rr J  Clerk,  Redtor  of  Kir kby  over  Carr,  filed  a 

Case     VII.  Lz  "Bill 
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"  I  asked  the  Wife  of  ff^m.  Harrifon  of  Flaxhn,  whe- 
"  ther  (he  had  faid  to  any,  that  (he  heard  Robert  Halliday 
^*  fay  to  her  Father  Leonard  Confers,  then  Prieft  of  Kirkby 
**  over  C^rr,  Leony,  thou  Jhalt  ruin  me,  or  I  xvill  ruin 
«'  thee  ?  She  faid,  (he  had  been  divers  Times  examined 
*'  by  Several,  and  particularly  by  one  Sterne  of  Ihrk^ 
^*  who,  (he  faid,  to  ufe  her  own  Words,  was  next  to  the 
«*  Deane,  till  they  wearied  her  ;  but  (he  declared  to  me,  • 
**  That  (he  never  heard  the  faid  Halliday  ufe  any  fuch 
**  Words  to  her  Father ;  nor  never  faid  to  any  one,  that 
**  (he  heard  him  fay  fo,  as  is  charged  upon  her. 

"  I  alfo  knew  Michael  Sbotton,  by  fomc  in  banter  call'd 
*'  Lawyer,  who  did  fometimcs  come  to  our  Meetings, 
•'  but  was  not  one  much  eftecmed  by  Friends,  be- 
**  caufe  in  all  Things  his  Converfation  did  not  corref- 
"  pond  with  what  he  profefTcd,  yet  I  never  heard  he  beat 
<*  the  Prieft's  Servant  when  he  came  for  a  Tithe-Hen, 
"  or  at  any  other  Time  ;  neither  do  I  believe  the  faid 
•'  SboUon  to  have  been  R.  Halliday^s  Advifer,  for  R. 
"  Halliday  was  a  loving  peaceable  Friend  and  Ncigh- 
««  bour,  and  would  advifc  with  none,  cfpccially  in  mat- 
*'  ters  of  that  moment,  but  honcft  and  judicious  Fcrfons  i 
♦'  for  I  remember  him  well,  and  the  Suit  alfo,  which  was 
*'  feverely  and  cruelly  profccuted  againft  him  by  the 
««  faid  Prieft  Conyers^  to  his  great  Lofs  and  Suffering, 
«'  and  Prejudice  of  his  Family.  Witncfs  my  Hand,  the 
"  6th  of  the  third  Month  called  May,  174 1 . 

Tcft. 
Hff^er  Sbackliton  S  amu  A  P  uV.tr\nt 
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**  Bill  in  Trinity  Term  1695,  the  7th  of  fFilliam  j. 

"  againft  Michael  Barjitnv^  John  Coates^  Tixm 
•*  OglCy  alias  Auklandy  Robert  Halliday^  and  £^ 
f<  «;jr^  DtTiVjer^  for  Eajier  Oficrings,  and  great  and 
•'  fmall  Tithes,  and  prayed  a  Dijcavcry  and  Ac- 
"  count." That  '*  the  Caufe  did  not  come  to  a 

V  Heari7:g  till  the  5th  of  July  1699,  in  Trtmtj 
**  Term  the   11  IV.  i.  when  the   Defendant  was 

V  ordered  to  account  before  the  JDeputy-Remcth 
•*  hrancer  for  Eafier  Ofierings,  Pigs,  Gccfc,  acd 

V  Hens." That  *^  after  this  Account  before  the 

•*  Depiity  was  finifhed the  Defendant  HaBidaj 

^*  was  ordcr'd  to  pay  the  Plaintiff  lis.  yd.  wiA 
^«  Cofts  of  Suit" ^That  "  on  the  25th  of  JVo- 

V  'lumber  1704,  the  Plaintiff moved  for  a  %t^ 

**  queftration^  a.nd  on  the  1  ith  o£  December  in  the 
^*  lame  Term,  the  Plaintiff  acquainted  the  Court, 

V  that  by  Virtue  of  the  Sequeftration  the  Sequefhra- 
'**  tors  had  feized  Goods,  confifting  of  Corn  and 

^*  Cattle,  appraifed  at  43/.  and  it  was  then  ordered, 
that   the   faid  Sequeftrators  (hould  fell   the  fiiid 
Goods,  and  pay  the  Money  to  the  Plaintiff  in 
^*  Part  of  his  Cofts  toxed,  and  of  fubfcquent  Cbfts." 
The  Extra£ler  of  the  Account  from  the  Records  has 
alfo  made  this  Ncte,  Exam.  pag.  58.  viz.  "  From 
1695  to  J 699,  I  don't  find  any  Proceedings,   but 
'tis  moft  probable  they  were,  in  that  Interval, 
endeavouring  to  get  in  Hallidafs  Anfwer.** 
Upon  view  of  the  foregoing  Account  from  the 
Records  of  the  Exchequer^  'tis  obvious, 

1.  That  the  Parfon  had  no  legal  Claim  upon  HaU 
hday  for  any  of  the  great  Tithes,  which  were  the 
principal  Pretence  for  filing  the  Bill. 

2.  That  there  appear  no  Proceedings  againft  HaU 
//^^7^  from  the  Fv\uA^vVv&^\VV^  T«ta  i6qq, 

Case    V\1*  ^^^o^ 
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which  was  at  Icaft  three  Years  after  the  A&s  of  7  & 
8  ff^.  3.  took,  place  ;  all  which  Time  it  was  in  the 
Profecutor's  Option  to  have  recovered  his  Claim  by 
Juitices  Warrant. 

3.  That  the  Account  from  the  Records  is  very 
agreeable  to  what  we  have  publiflied.  Our  Cafe 
fays,  that  HaUiday  was  profecuted  "  for  fmall 
"  Tithes,  Eafier  Reckonings,  &c"  The  Records 
{ay,  "  for  Eafter  Offerings,  Pigs,  Gecfe,  and  Hens." 
Our  Note  lays,  "  for  a  Demand  of  1 1*.  ^d."  The 
Records  ^y  "  lis.  yd.'*  Our  Note  (kys,  "he  had 
"  his  Goods  taken  away  to  the  Value  of  60/."  The 
Records  hy,  "  The  S^que^rators  Ccizcd  Goods,  con- 
"  fifting  of  Corn  and  Cattle,  appraifed  at  43/."  And 
'tis  well  known,  that  there  is  ufually  a  confiderable 
Difference  betwixt  the  real  Value  of  the  Goods  to 
the  Owner  in  poffeflion,  and  the  Price  they  are  rated 
at  in  fuch  Appraifments.  So  that  the  Truth  of  the 
Cafe,  as  publUhcd  in  our  Brief  Account^  is  fufEci- 
ently  fupported  by  the  concurring  Circumllances 
produced  frotri  the  Records  oi  \hc  Court. 

We  come  now  to  the  Examiner's  Remarks,  pag. 
59,  which  begin  thus,  "  There  could  hardly  be 
*'  framed  an  Inftance  more  pertinent  than  this,  to 
*'  illuftrate  the  concealed  Manner,  in  which  thp 
"  Brief  Account  is  vimlent,  without  the  Appear- 
"  ance  of  Virulence."  This  Affertion,  that  the 
Brief  Account  is  virulent^  tvitboat  the  Appearance  of 
Virulence,  is  extraordinary  :  It  involves  the  Aflertor 
in  a  contradidory  Dilemma.  The  Examiner  him- 
felf  can't  believe  both  Parts  of  it.  If  he  believes  the 
former  V^Tt,  that 'tis  vinilnit,  itmuft  appear  to  him 
to  be  fo ;  and  then  he  can't  believe  the  latter  Part, 
that  'tis  without  the  Appearame  of  ViruUfice.  If  he 
believes  the  latter  Part,  that  'tis  leithout  the  Appear- 

C  A  s  E     VII.  antt 
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ance  of  Virulence^  then  it  doth  not  appear  to  him  u 
he  virulent ;  and  he  can't  believe  the  former  Part, 
that  //  is  virulent.  This  Imputation  of  Virulence^ 
where,  by  his  own  Confeffion,  there  is  no  Appear^ 
ance  of  it,  difcovers  the  Virulence  of  his  own  Difpo- 
fition,  who  both  is  virulent^  and  appears  to  be  fo; 
fince  from  bat'e  Suppofitions,  and  partial  E'vi^ce, 
he  gives  Judgment  againft  plain  FaSt^  and  fcems  to 
imagine  his  Readers  muft  blindly  abide  by  his  De- 
cifion.  But  as  he  has  clear'd  the  Brief  Account  from 
having  the  Appearance  of  Virulence^  fb  wc  aflert, 
that  it  is  not  virulent :  That  in  this  In/lance^  and 
indeed  throughout,  it  contains  plain  Truth  without 
Comment  or  Refle£iion.  Truth  has  no  Malice  to 
convey ;  nor  can  excite  any  Ideas  but  what  arifc 
fit)m  its  own  natural  Import.  The  Examiner  in- 
deed has  form'd  an  artificial  Vizard  with  a  'virulent 
Appearance^  and  would  fain  put  it  upon  our  Injiance^ 
that  it  mighty?^;;/  to  be  what  he  over  fiaftily  Ciys  it  is. 

But,  we  think,  that  we  have  a  Right  to  exprefi 
our  own  Senfe  and  Intention  in  our  own   Words  ; 
and  that  he  has  no  Right  to  impofe  any  other   upon 
us:    Wherefore,  taking  no  farther  Notice  of  his 
Difguife  or  Mifreprefentations,  we  iubmit  the  plain 
State  of  the  Cafe  to  the  Reader's  Judgment,  as   it 
now  appears,  notwithftanding  all  the  Diladvantages 
which  the  Examiner  may  imagine  the  threefold  Nar- 
rative of  his  Enquirers^  and  the  Account  from  the 
Records  of  the  Exchequer y  have  laid  it  under,  which 
is  as  follows, 

I.  That  Leonard  Conyers  Parfon  of  Kirkby  over 

Carr^  in  the  Year  1695,  did  commence  a  Prolecu- 

tion  in  the  Exchequer  againft  Robert  Halliday   of 

Ryeton^  for  trifling  Demands,  of  lefs  than    is.  Sd. 

per  Annum^  amounting  in  the  whole  but  to  iis.  yd^ 

^*-  Eadcr  Offem^s^  Y\^^>  O^dt:^  •;^\A\;\r.\ss.. 
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».  That  loon  after  the  Profecution  began,  artel 
before  any  confiderable  Charge  had  attended  it,  the 
Aiftsof  7  and  8  K.  ^,  3.  took  place,  by  which  he 
might  have  recovered  his  Claim  without  any  Ex- 
pence  to  himfelf, 

3.  That  neverthelefs,  the  faid  Leonard  Conyers  did 
continue  and  carry  on  the  faid  Profecution  in  the 
Exchequer  againft  the  faid  Robert  Halliday,  by  the 
Space  of  more  than  eight  Years  after  the  paffing  of 
the  faid  A^s,  with  fuch  Severity,  that  it  ended  in  a 
Seizure  of  the  faid  HalUday's  Goods,  confiiling  of 
Corn  and  Cattle,  appraifed  at  43/.  but  really  worth 
60/.  by  a  Sequeflration. 

4.  That  over  and  above  the  laid  60/.  the  faid 
Robert  Halliday  was  put  to  a  very  large  Expence  in 
his  own  ncceffary  Defence,  during   the  Profecution. 

5.  That  the  faid  Robert  Halliday  waspffive  under 
this  feverc  Profecution,  and  adtcd  notlung  thcrejft, 
but  what  his  own  neceiTary  Defence  oblig'd  him  to. 

6.  That  at  the  Time  of  executbg  the  Sequejirati- 
en,  the  faid  Robert  Halliday  demeaned  himfelf  with 
the  Patience  of  a  Cbrtfiian  Sufferer ^  appeaj'd  te  be 
unmov'd,  and  "  did  not  fecro  at  all  concem'd,"  but 
took  joyfully  the  Spoiling  of  his  Goods^  knowing  in  him- 
felf that  he  bad  in  Heaven  a  better,  and  a  more  endu- 
ring Subflance.     Heb.  x.  34. 

7.  That,  had  the  Parfon,  after  the  fiiid  ^^j  took 
plaa:,  applied  to  the  Juftices  for  the  Recovery  of 
hit  Claim,  the  faid  Robert  Halliday  would  not  have 
objcfted  to  that  Way  of  proceeding,  nor  have  queflt- 
wed  his  "Titky  as  is  demonftrable  from  his  oim 
Wordsy  at  the  Time  of  the  Sequeflration^  viz. 
"  That  the  Parfon  had  dealt  hardly  by  him,  for  if 
*'  be  bad  at  any  'Time  feixed  his  Goods,  to  the  Value  of 
•*  bis  Demands,  and  ^  far  as  tbey  tz-ere  ri^t^  (^st 
"    Case    \U,  '".Hf'' 
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V  ^^Z^^)  ^^  ft^owld  have  found  no  Fault  with  biz 

8.  That  die  iaid  Roi^rt  Halliday  continued  ii 
focha  peaceable  Diipofition,  to  hisextream  oUAr 
as  appears  by  "  his  Anlwcr  to  the  fame  Effcd, 
when  he  was  "  upwards  of  Ninety  Six  Yean  i 
!'  Age." 

9.  That  the  Length  and  Severity  of  the  Suit  ra 
owing  to  the  Choice  of  the  iaid  Leonard  Conym  k 
Plaintiff,  in  whofe  Power  it  was  to  have  dropt  k, 
after  the  A£ls  took  place,  and  to  have  had  Rccootk 
to  the  more  eafy  Method  for  Recovery  of  hisClaia 

Upon  the  whole,  we  appeal  to  the  Reader's  ]^ 
ment,  whether  the  Exaviiner's  Attempts  to  dilgoi 
this  Qrfe  do  not  appear  to  him  vain  and  ineficftuiil 
Whether  the  Severity  of  it  doth  not  thereby  rccdl  I 
with  greater  Weight  upon  the  Profecutor  ?  And, 
whether  the  Profecutor's  CharaBer  doth  not  latoir 
under  as  heavy  a  Cenfure  from  the  Examiners  De- 
fence, as  from  the  fakers  Brief  Account  ? 

CASE  vni. 

Pag.  162.  [N]  1703.  William  Pickerikg, 
William  Sidgewick,  and  John  Hird,  all  01 
Flajby,  were  profecuted  in  the  Ecclejiaftical  Cburt 
for  fmall  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  Cbriftopber  Laajsa 
Vicar  of  Gargrave. 

I 

To  which  this  Note  [  N  ]  is  fubjoined. 

Thefe  three  were  commiltcd  to  Tori  Oiftle  on  t 
Writ  de  Excommunicato  capiendo y  on  the  2  ift  of  the 
Month  called  jlpril  1703,  but  dilcharged  by  Suptr- 
fedeas  on  the  8th  of  the  Month  called  jfune  1704. 
Pickering  was  recommitted  on  the  5th  of  the  Month 
called  jfune  i7o^^^^kxAcoTv\m\x^^bQ^  ^  Months. 
Cass    Vm*  x^^^ 
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Upon  this,  the  Examiner  gives  Us  xvhlt  fee  oJI^ 
V  lae  Anfwcr  of  the  Reverend  Mr.  Yates,  the  pre^ 
"  Jent  Vicar  of  Gargrave,"  which  Anjwer  has  bnt 
one  Pafiage  in  it  relative  to  the  Cafe,  viz.  "Indeed, 
*'  lijys  the  prel(:nt  Vicar,  one  'tbomas  'tunfial^  an 
"  ancient  Mdn,  and  "one  of  the  principal  Inhabi- 
*'  tantsof  that  Village,  tells  me,  he  remembers 
*'  that  Hird,  Pickering,  and  Sidgewick,  were  fent 
*'  to  Tork  Caftle,  arid  that  they  Were  tjicre  about 
*'  Twelve  Months  at  the  Suit  {as  ht  hath  heard)  o? 
"  my  PredeeeflbrMr.  Law/on"  This  is  very  agree- 
able with  our  iVo^f  upon  the. Cafe,  which  the  Vicar 
does  not  in  the  leaft  contradict.  The  reft  of  the 
-.Vicar's  Anfwcr,  relj>edling  what  the  principal  In- 
habitants knew  bf  Mr.  Law/i>ny  and  oi  Henry  Dick* 
enfon,  then  one  of  his  Hearers,  *'  quarreliing  with 
."  him,  and  knocking  him  down  to  the  Ground,'* 
has  no  Relation  to  our  Cafej  for  which  Reafon  wc 
pals  it  by. 

The  Extmincr  tells  u^,  pag.  64,  that  "  upon  a 
*'  ftridt  Search  in  the  Books  of  the  Confiftory  Court, 
"  no  Traces  or  Minutes  of  fuch  a  Suit  aj^earing, 
"  it  was  coi^jc'^hiredi  that  this  Suit,  as  well  as  a 
**  formerj  defcribcd  in  the  like.Tefmsj  might  be 
*'  no  more  than  a  Prefhitment  at  the  Archdeacon  of 
"  JorX-'s  Vifitation ;  and  that  Archdeacon's  Regi'^ 
"  ^/-jf  beii^p  conllihedi  the  Conic^ture  was  found  tg 
"  be  riglit."  And  yet  iilimcdiately  thereupon, 
produces  an  £AV/(;t'? of  x\\ti.x.  Rvgiftry,  which  HicwS 
Jiis  Conjetlhrre  to  be  wrong,  and  that  this  Suit  was 
tnorc  than  a  Prejcntmcnt.  For  the  HxtraSt  fliews, 
that  the  Pcrfoiis  iiamcd,  were,  among  others,  not 
only  prejhitM,  but  that  they  "  were  decreed  to  be 
*'  excommunicated,  and  wdre  afterwards  denounced 
*'  excommunicated   in  the  Pauftv  CWxOcv  cS.  ^iw- 
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««  grave : "  And  that  "  after  they  the  faid  John 
^  Hirdy  William  Sidgewicky  and  William  Pickerings 
"  three  of  the  faid  Parties  prefented,  had  flood  cx- 
<^  communicated  forty  Days,  and  upwards,  fbv 
**  fiich  their  Contempt^  they  were  certified  in  due 
*•  Form  of  Law,  under  the  Seal  of  the  Arcb-Dea-- 

•*  r^«ry  of  2^r>J  to  the Archbifhop/*     Certainly 

all  this  was  more  than  a  Prejentment.  It  doth  alfo 
appear  by  fcveral  Precipes  of  the  then  SheriflT,  Ihh 
mas  Pennyman  Baronet,  directed  to  his  Baylifis,  &c. 
for  the  apprehending  and  imprifoning  the  faid  Per- 
Ibns,  bearing  Date  the  2ifl  of  ^'"/V  1703,  that 
the  Archbifhop  had  fignified  their  Excommunication 
-to  the  Queen,  and  that  a  Writ  de  Excommunicato 
capiendo  thereupon  ifTued  j  of  which  Precipes  of  the 
laid  Sheriff  we  have  Copies  by  us  ready  to  produce  > 
as  alfo  of  the  Warrant  of  Godfrey  Bojevi/le  Efq;  She- 
riff, for  the  Recommitment  of  William  Pickerings 
bearing  Date  the  3dof  iVf^^  ^7^5* 

The  Examiner  obferves,  pag.  65,  that  **  If  the 
**  Parties  fo  prefented   had  at  any  Time  appeared, 

and  referred  themfelvcs  to  Law,  the  Archdeacon 

having  no  contentious  Jurifdidtion,  could  havfe 
*'  proceeded  no  farther/*  Why  then  are  honefl 
Men  prefented  there  ?  Why  are  they  fummon'd  to 
appear  where  their  Caufe  cannot  be  tried  ?  If  they 
do  appear^  the  Court,  it  feems,  has  no  contentious 
yunJdiBiony  nor  any  Power  to  decide  their  Caufe ; 
but  the  Parties  having  paid  due  Homage  to  the  Court, 
by  coming  at  its  Call,  the  only  Bufinefs  of  perhaps 
a  long  Journey  thither,  they  may  go  home  again, 
without  a  Grain  of  Jujiice^  which  the  Court  has 
no  Power  to  admin  ifler  :  But  if  they  do  not  appear ^ 
the  Court,  though  unable  to  determine  their  Caufe, 
afliimes  a  Poww  10  ^viuiQi  their  Dijobedience  to  its 

Case    VIW,  *^^a 
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own  Call,  with  the  terrible  Ihunder-clap  of  Excom- 
munication, and  a  confequent  Imprifonment.  A  Court 
thus  coniUtuted  is  a  publick  Grievance.  A  Power 
of  punijhing^  and  not  of  deciding^  is  a  tyrannical 
and  opprejfive  Power.  While  fucb  a  Power  refidcs 
in  Ecclejiaftical  Courts,  every  *  vexatious  Priefi  has 
it  in  bii  power,  to  weary  the  King's  peaceable  Sub- 
jefts,  by  tedious  and  unneccflary  Journeys  and  At- 
tendances from  Court  to  Court,  for  pretended  Giufcs 
wherein  thofe  Courts  have  no  JurifdiBion^  merely 
for  Jear  of  being  catcht  in  their  Trap  of  Contempt, 
excommunicated  and  imprijbned.  The  Relief  of  the 
Subjedt  from  fuch  an  Oppre^n  leems  peculiarly 
worthy  the  Care  of  the  LegiJIature.  'Tis  indeed 
Matter  of  Reproach  to  the  Ejiablijhed  Church,  and 
her  moderate  and  good-natur'd  Clergy,  that  any  of 
that  Order,  by  fuch  Methods,  fliould  make  them- 
idwts  Reverend  {\.  c.  really  to  be  feared)  only  from 
their  Power  of  doing  Mlfchief. 

"  But  probafcly,  Jiiys  the  Examiner,  after  all, 
**  Mr.  Lawjon  was  not  one  of  the  Profecutors, .  and 
•*  it  is  certain  he  could  not  be  the  /ok  Prolecutor  : 
•'  For  Prejentments  made  for  not  paying  the  Mini- 
*'  ftcr  hia  Dues,  are  alteays  iigned  by  the  Church- 
"  wardens,  and  generally  by  the  Churchwardens 
"  only  without  the  Miniftcr."  But  adds,  "  How 
**  the  Fadl  wa&  in  the  prefent  Cafe  cannot  be  deter- 
*'  mined."  Nor  is  it  of  any  confequence  to  deter- 
mine it,  for  where  the  Paijon's  Iiitcreft  only  is  con- 
Case     Via  M2  cc;ned 

*  For  we  cannot  conceive  how  fucb  a  Prorc-ciicion,  /;;  a 
Court  that  can  only  procure  tbr  Imprifonment  of  the  P,-rfon 
profecuccd,  and  whcran  tb:  V\-oUc\^i^oT  can  recover  i::- 
t&ingt  can  be  "  an  Evidence  n^t  of  the  Vexatioufiitls,  I'ulf/ 
"  tbeGood  Nacurt,  tf/zA*  Profculor  "  tbo'  ih'Exxnvnrr 
fays,  ^*  it  is /o  in  Healify."  ,      . 
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ccrncd,  he  is  juftly  to  be  cftccmcd  the  Pr^/fniirJ 
though  the  Churchwardens  may    be  generally  roadcl 
i/5' Tools   in   carrying  on,    and    transfcrrii^g  the 
Charge  of  his  Projccution  upon  the  Pari/h.  I 

C  A  S  E    IX. 

Pag.  163.  [Q]  1707.  Anne  Green  of  P* 
fefraSi  Widow  was  profecuted  in  the  Ecci(fiaflic& 
Court  at  Tori^  at  the  Suit  of  Francis  Drake  PriA 

To  which  this iVb/^  [Q]  isfubjoincd. 

j1n?ie  Green ^  for  fmall  Tithes,  and  a  Demand  0: 
6 J.  8i/.  for  a  Mortuary,  was  committed  to  IVJ 
Caftle,  by  Jaftices  Warrant  grounded  on  a  Ccrtin- 
catc  out  of  the  jEa7(^^7/;/V^/ Court,  on  the  nth  of 
September  1707,  and  difcharged  by  an  -^£?  oiGrx 
in  the  Month  called  Augiijl  1709. 

To  this  the  Rxmnhicr  produces  what  he  calls 
^'  ^he  Anfwcr  of  the  Reverend  Mr.  JoJm  Drake, 
"  the  prejent  I'^icijr  of  Voniciv^iCx*'  importing^,  that 
he  has  "  Rtafon  to  believe,  from  his  Father's  ^'C- 
*'  neral  Character  ot  being  averfc  to  harfh  Methods 
*^  when  gentle  Means  would  do/'  that  "  the  Oh- 
''  Jlinacy  of  the  Woman  forced  him  to  this  Method 
*•'  for  the  Recovery  of  his  Rights/* 

TKis  Judgment  cf  Charity^  reipefting  his  Father, 
is  commendable  in  a  Scn^  but  might  have  been 
without  injuring  the  Widow,  in  calling  her  CbrijYtm 
Ccnfcientioujnejs  by  the  harfh  Name  of  Obftifiacy. 

The  prcfcnt  Vicar  aUb  fiiys,  that  "  it  appears 
^\  from  his  Fathcr's.iJi^;^rr-Book,  that  feveral,  who 
"  arc  called  ^:akcr;,  Oi\<i\\<5X'^'jc^\\\v\v'!lV  bis  Due*, 
Cass    IX..         ~  ^^^^;^ 
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•  ^^  and  fonie  ?ione  at  all  :  So  that  he  muft  have  beea 

c  -•  a  confiderabic  Lol'cr  by  them/'     He  alfo  farther 

K  fays,  ■*  As  for  my  own  part,  though  I   havo  been 

i  li*  now  trjoenty  Jhoen  Years  Vicar   of  FontejraEl^  I 

*^  never  have  profecuted  one   of  them,   by   which 

•*  Forbearance    I    have   fuftered  much  Damage." 

But  he  mentions  not,  what  we  find  to  be  trae,  that 

both   his   Father  and  himfelf  have  feveral  Times 

;  found  Ways  and  Means  of  recovering  their   fmall 

f   Tithes  from  fome  ^takers  without  any  Profecution, 

or  fuffering   Damage.     However,  all  this  has  no 

Tendency  to  prove  that  his  Father  did  not  profccutc 

the  Widow  Green ^  as  our  Cafe  relates. 

The  Account  from  the  Rcclejialiical  Court  at 

York  is,  That  Anne  Green  was  certified  to  the  y^- 

"  fticii  of  Peace  for  her  Contempt,  in  not  appearing 

upon  the  Return  of  the  Citation ;  which  is  the 

f '  eafieft  and  leaft  cxpenfive  Method.^' 

The  Examiner^  in  his  Obiervations  on  this  Cafe, 
pag,  67,  68,  remarks,  that  "  PontefraB  is  a  large 
^*  Town,  and  abounds  in  S^uakerSy'  and  that  "  Mr. 
^*  Francis  Drake — continued  Vicar  there  in  all  3  5 
"  Years,  and  Seventeen  Years  after  the  palfing  of 
^^  the  Adts  of  the  7  and  8  of  IV.  3."  And  that, 
^'  during  all  this  Time  he  is  charged  only  with  tiie 
"  Profecution  of  one  ^aker  in  the  Ecclcftaiticcl 
^^  Court/'  All  which  *  might  be  irry  true,  and 
yet  the  Examiners  Reafoning  wry  fingular,  wlica 
he  infers  from  thence,  that  in  this  one  Profecution 
the  Parfon  w^s  not  "  deiignedly  vexatious,"  v/iil-jh 
from  feveral  Circumllances  it  appears,  thut  he 
muft  have  been  ;  ibr  iipon  Enquiry  wc  find 
Case    IX.  yJ/ine 
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"*  Tbcift^^b  'l.s  a  hlourifn  cj  the  ILx^tvavv^O  i  lo  ^o.-j  vW\ 
iTi^a'/;  aboufnis  ^nU'j  Qiukcrs. 
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'Aftne  Green  to  have  been  left  a  very  poor  Widow  with 
four  Children,  deflitute  of  any  Support  for  thenij  ' 
but  by  her  own  Hand-labour,  which  not  being  fiif- 
fident,  her  Friends  gave  her  Leave  to  dwell  in  their 
Mceting-houfe  Rent-free.  Nevcrthelefe,  this  real 
ObjeS  of  Charity  was  made  the  SubjeS  of  the  Vi- 
car's  Profecution,  kept  in  Prifon  from  her  Fathcr- 
leis  Children  near  tv^  Years,  and  then  diichargcd 
by  an  A£l  of  Grace^  not  by  the  Profecutor^^  Lenity, 
which  was  fo  very  (inall,  that  when  at  a  certain 
Time,  "  the  Goaler  mov^d  with  Compaflion^  gave 
her  Leave  to  go  home  to  ice  her  Children ;  (be 
had  been  there  but  a  few  Days,  when  the  Prieft 
hearing  of  it,  in  a  great  Rage  bnmediately  com- 
'^  manded  her  to  return  to  Prifon  ;  to  which  (he 
**  readily  and  quietly  fubmitted,  though  obliged  to 
**  travel  thither  on  foot."  We  do  but  juft  mention 
this,  which  fevcral  Perfons  well  remember,  to  con- 
vince the  E^xaminer  of  his  Miflake,  refpe<9ing  the 
Vicar,  in  feying,  that  "  his  whole  Condu<S  will 
**  free  him  from  the  Sufpicion  of  being  defignedly 
**  vexatious/*  She  was  a  peaceable,  quiet,  and  la- 
borious Woman,  as  by  the  *  Certificates  in  the  Mar- 
gin will  appear,  g;^^  of  them  from  her  own  San^  not 
a  Sluaker,  and  the  others^  from  Perfons  who  were 
well  acquainted  with  her, 

C  A  s  E     IX.  The 
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*  Joftiua  Greenes  Certificate  concerning  bis  Mother. 

<'  Thcfc  may  certify,  t\\2X  Anne  Green  o^  PoniefraS 
««  Widow,  who  was  my  Mother,  was  committed  Prifo- 
**  ner  to  Tork  Caftle,  according  to  the  bcft  of  my  Rc- 
•'  mcmbrance,  in  the  Year  1707,  at  the  Suitof  jFr/7ifm 
**  Drake  Vicar  oi  PonJefraff^   for  rcfufmg  to  pay  6s.  8d. 
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The  Examiner^  upon  a  Snppofition,  that  in  this 
Cafe  "  the  Pricft's  Demands  were  f©r  more  than, 
•*  the  fbaall  Tithes  of  two  Years,"  infi^s,  that 
•*  This  would  exclude  him  from  proceeding  upon 
"  the  7  and  8  of  ^.  3.  Ch.  6.  nor  could  he  be  re- 
C  A  s  E    IX.  "  lieved 

**  for  a  Mortuary,  and,  fome  other  fmall  Dues,  and 
•'  continued  Prifoner  before  ihcwas  releafed  one  Year 
"  and  Eleven  Months  .  I  think  flic  was  releafed  by  an 
•'  All  oi  Grace  or  Indemnity.  We  were  lour  Children 
••  left  at  home,  when  fhe  was  taken  Prifoner,  and  fome 
■«•  of  us  but  young,  which  was  a  Ldfs  to  us,  (he  being  a 
•*  verycarcfu!  induftrious Woman."  In witncfs  whereof 
*<  I  have  hereunto  fet  my  Hand. 

Mareb  27th  1741.  Jejbtta  Green. 

■  Jif  Certificate  a/Richard  Ward  nozoa  Trifener  for  Tubes 
in  York  CaJlU. 

**  I  was  acquainted  with  Anne  Green  of  PontefraSlViU 
**  dow,  z  great  many  Years,  llie  dwelling  in  Part  of 
i*  our  Meeting-houfc  at  Pentefra£i,  which  fhe  and  her 
•»  Children  had  Rent-Free,  untill  Ihe  died  :  and  Ihe  had 
"  the  Character  of  an  honefl  indufttious  Woman.  Wic- 
**  nefs  my  Hand. 
Tork  Caftle,  the  7th  of  the  Rkbard  JVari. 

3d  Month  1741. 

A  dnificite  from  feveral  NeigbhourSt   not  called  Qua- 
kers, Ittbabiiants  ef  Ponttfrii^  concerning  Anne  Green.. 

'*  We  among  many  others,  being  well  acquainted  with 
•'  Anne  Green  for  many  Years,  hereby  certify,  that  fhe 
*t  was  a  peaceable,  and  good  Neighbour,  and  never  re- 
**  puted  obftinace.  Witnefs  our  Hands  this  4th  Day  of 
"  May  1741. 

Anne  Dodjbon  John  Dodfiion 

Mary  Jobnfen  Jofepb  Mattbewman 

Samuel  Lapidge         Mart  La^id^ 
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«^  lievedupon  the  7  and  8  of  ^.3.  CH.  34.  heed 
•*  Mortuary  was  Part  of  his  Demand ;  and  this  to 
*'  A&  then  took  in  only   T/tJbes  and  Cburcb-rO;. 
«  So  that  he  had  no  Choice   left,  but  cither  to : 
«'  down  contented  under  the  Lofs  of  his  finall  Thh 
"  and   his  Mortuary,  or  apply  for  Redrefs  to  i 
"  Eccleftaftical  Court,  or  a  Court  of  Equitj'."  T^ 
is  a  mere  piece   of  Sophiftrj^  and   will,  \ve  dcd 
not,  appear  to  the  Reader  to  be    fb,  when  he  fie 
confidcr  that  both  thofe  A£Is^  refpedling  the  *"^s> 
kers,  were  then    in  lull  Force  ^  and  that,    thci 
the  Imail  Tithes  for  more  than  tivo  Idirs  might  li 
be  recoverable  by  the /irwrr  of  them,   yet  the\' c^ 
tainly  were  recoveiable  by  the  latter^   which  is\^- 
out  any  Limitation  of  Time:    Alio,  that  tho^tb; 
Mortuary  might  not  be  recoverable  by  the  latur  ^' 
thofc  Ads,  which  takes  in  only  Tithes  and  Chr^y-. 
raUs^  yet  it  might  have  been  recovered  by  the  yy\ 
tner^  which  is  not  fo  rcltridled  :     Whence  it  mr>i 
rally  follows,  that  by  thofe  Acts,  upon    both  or  c-'j 
ther  of  which  the  Juftices  have  power  to  prcxccij 
the  wliole  Claim  might  have  been  recovered    witb-j 
out  either  the  Lofs  of  his  fmall   Tithes,  or  of  k 
Mortuary ;  and  that  he  did  not  fo  recover  it,  muil 
be  altogether  owing  to  his  Inclination  to  proceed  in  a 
more  rigorous  Method. 

But  the  Ex^/Tz/V/fr  adds,  that  '*  in  the  Ecc!c/id/!l' 
cal  Court,  when  the  Objlinacy  of  the  Woman  ki 
made   it   neceflkry  to  come  to  the  laft  Remcdv, 
fhe  was  not  taken  up  upon  the  Writ  tie  Excomnk- 
nicato  capiendo^  but  the  Court  took   the  fliortdl 
^  and  leaft  burthen fome  Way,   that  of  certify  in«^  her 
'  to  the  Jujiiccs  of  Peace  for  Contempt/^     A  con- 
vincing Demonflration  of  Charity  indeed!  When  the 
Pried  was  dctcrmvwcd  to  Cviwdl\ct  to  Goal^for  what  he 
Case     1X.»  tov^ 
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hiight  have  rccovcr'd  without  it,  he  chofe  to  fehd 
her  thither  with  the  leaft  Expend  to  himfclf  tliat 
he  could.  However  he  did  fend  her  to  Goal,  and 
ihe  was  a  Prifooer  there  about  23  Months ;  Which 
Imprilonment  was  as  long,  and  as  fevcre,  as  if  the 
Prieft  had  put  himfelf  to  greater  Expehce  by  taking 
her  up  upon  the  Writ  de  excommunicato  capiendo  z 
For  then  the  iame  A£i  of  Grace  might  have  dif- 
charged  her,  and  at  the  iamc  Time.  In  Ihort,  the 
prejent  State  of  this  Cafe,  as  reprcfented  by  the 
Kxaminer,  is. 

That  Francis  DrakeVxczt  of  PonteJraSl^  in  1702^ 
having  fome  Demands  on  Awie  Green,  a  poor 
"Widow  there  with  four  fatherlefs  Children,  for  linaU 
Tithes  and  a  Mortuary,  recoverable  by  the  Ails  of 
7  and  8  of  ^.  3.  did  ncverthelefs,  without  "  being 
'*  defignedly  vexatious,"  profecule  the  faid  Widow 
in  the  Ecckjiajiical  Court,  and  by  the  (horteft,  and 
to  himfelf  leaft  expenfive  Way,  feiit  her  to  Goal, 
and  continued  her  a  Prifoner  about  23  Mouths; 
and  would  in  all  probability  have  extended  his  ic- 
»//y  and  Kindnels  towards  her  as  long  as  ihe  lived, 
had  not  the  "  cbftinate  Woman,"  by  an  indifcreet 
Ufeof  an  Ad  of  the  iizw,  deprived  herfelf  of  the 
farther  Participation  of  that  Bkffing  of  Impiifon- 
ment,  which  EccUfiafiical  Clemency  would  have 
indulg'd  h^r  with. 

Altcrthii  manner  has  the  Examiner  endeavoured 
to  extratt  a  Pretence  of  Lenity  and  Forbearance^ 
from  an  Inflance  of  the  utmoft  Severity  toward  a 
poor  ^Vidow  and  her  four  fathcrlels  Children. 


Case     IX. 
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•CASE    X. 

Pag.  164.  [S]  17 10.  Samuel  Marsha!; 
John  Grimshaw,  John  Hird,  Jonas  Butter- 
field,  JosiAH  Grimshaw,  and  Caleb  Vzrityj 
of  Rawdef2 J  Abraham  Milner,  John  Hustler, 
Jeremiah  Whalley,  and  Sarah  Cooper,  of 
Teadon^  and  JeSemiah  Grimshaw  of  Guijeley^ 
were  profecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for  Tithes,  at  tlic 
Suit  ot  William  Wiljon  Redor  of  Guijeley. 

To  which  this  Note  [  S  ]  is  fubjoined. 

The  Parfonj  after  fome  Time,  dropt  his  Pro- 
ceedings in  the  Rxchequer^  and  took  hiis  Demands 
by  Warrant  from  a  Juftice  of  the  Peace. 

The  Anfwer  to  this  imports  only,  that  the  prc- 
fent  Redor  of  Guifeley  has  none  to  give. 

The  Account  from  the  Exchequer  (hews  the  Fi- 
ling of  the  Bill. 

The  Obfervations  of  the  Examiner^  upon  thii 
Cafe,  begin  thus,  "  The  Note  fubjoined  fhews  tbiS 
*^  to  be  a  Complaint  without  a  Grievance."  He 
might  with  more  Tn\th  have  faid,  That  the  Nott 
t  flicws  the  Profecution  in  the  Exchequer  to  have  been 
unnecellary,  becaulc  the  Redlor's  Demands^  which 
were  afterward  recovered  by  Jufliccs  Warrant,  might 
have  been  fo  recovered  before,  *'  But,  Jays  the  Ex- 
aminer^  as  this  w;is  a  Bill  of  Dijcovery^  it  is 
highly  probable,  that  the  Parties  refufcd  to  afccr- 
taiiithe  Quantity  and  Value  of  the  Tithes  fub- 
flraded,"  and  fuppof^s,  '^  that  by  this  means 
"  Mr.  IVilJon  \v?s  driven  to  fil^  his  BilK"  Which 
Cast    X.  ^^  ^'^v:.WbUity 


cc 

(C 

cc 

cc 


("99) 

Probability  and  Suppofition  feem  to  arifc  only  from 
a  miftaken  Notmi,  that  the  f^alue  and  ^antity  of 
Tithes  dcmandable  are  not  to  be  afcertained  without 
filing  a  Bill  in  the  Exchequer  :  A  Mtfiake^  which 
proceeds  from  Non-attention  to  the  Aft  of  7  and  8 
W.^.  Ch.  34.  which  Aft  gives  full  Power  to  the 
Juftices  "  to  convene  before  them  the  ^aker  or 

*'  fakers." And  "  to*examine  upon  Oath,  or 

"  folemn  Affirmation,  the  Truth  and  Juftice  of  the 
"  Complaint,  and  to  afcertain  and  ftate  what  is 
"  due  and  payable  by  fuch  ^aker  or  fakers,  to 
"  the  Party  or  Parties  complaining."  So  that  the 
Examiner's  Fietcncc,  pag.  70,  of  "  the  Fitnefs  and 
"  Expediency  of  keeping  the  Courts  of  Law  open 
"  againft  the  ^/akers,  in  the  Cafe  of  Tithes,  in 
"  order  to  give  Weight  and  Efficacy  to  the  fumma- 
"  ry  Method,  and  render  it  more  extenfively  uie- 
**  ful,"  is  altogether  needlefs ;  feeing  the  Ail  it  felf 
has  made  the  Jummary  Method  fufficiently  efficacious, 
both  to  afcertain  what  is  due  and  payable,  and  alfo 
to  inforcc  the  Recovery  of  what  the  Juftices  fhall 
jdetermine  to  i?ej6. 

The  Examiner's  next  Objeftion  is,  that  "  in  this 
*'  Note  it  is  faid,  that  the  Farfon,  after  fome  Time, 
"  dropt  his  Proceedings  in  the  Exchequer,  which 
**  Turn  of  Expreffion  infinuates,  that  fome  Pro- 
**  grefs  was  made  in  the  Suit."  And  fo  indeed  there 
was  ;  for  his  own  Account  from  the  Records  of  the 
Exchequer  affijres  u.<!,  "  That  there  was  a  Bill  filed," 
and  he  miftakes  in  calling  that  "  the  firft  Step  in  a" ' 
"  Caufe ; "  for  'tis  a  progreflive  Step,  and  fhews 
*'  a  Profecution  in  Form  i  "  wherefore  it  was  "  dc- 
*'  cently  fet  down"  by  us  as  fuch.  And  as  it  renl'y 
was  a  Projecution  of  Eleven  Fer/ons,  fa  it  was  :i 
Profecution  of  each  of  thofe  Elrccii  PctfciY.^  'C'^-:  i 
Cas£     X.  ■"  "    '^^ 
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^arqtt  and  diJiinSi  Claim  upon  himlelf,  which 
none  of  the  other  had  any  Concern  in^  and  confc- 
qucntly,,  in  a  Computation  of  the  Number  of 
Pcrfons  profecuted,  it  carries  the  fiiU  Force^  Weighty 
and  Rea/cn,  of  Eleven  feparate  and  diftinft  Profecu- 
tions.  This  is  noQther  than  ay'ayJand  natural  via^y 
of  Numeration^  which  the  Examiner's  Skill  in 
^ritbmetick  mifcalls  Multiplication. 

But  he  goes  on,  and  tells  us,  "  That  the  whole 
V  Brief  Account  hath  been  carefully  pcrufed  with  a 
•*  fingle  View  to  this  Rule ;  and  from  that  Pcrulai 
**  it  appears,  that  loj  Perfons  have  been  made 
**  Parties  to  Nine  Bills  in  the  Exchequer!'  Theft 
nine  Bills  the  Examiner  calls  "  nine  Inftances  of 
*'  Gentlciieji."  He  muft  me.in  Ecckfiaftical  Genile- 
nefs;  for  upon  perufing  the  Br/c/^^[Vc//,7/,  wc  find 
Nine  Cafes,  wherein  are  fptcified  jufl  the  Number 
of  103  Pcrfons  profecuted  J  and  in  Eight  of  thofc 
Cafes  the  Profecutors  appear  to  have  been  Clergymen. 
That  the  Reader  may  fee  how  far  thofc  Cafes  arc 
feal ////2dWf J  of  Gentlenefs,  we  ftull  exhibit  a  brief 
View  of  the  Nature  and  Circumjiances  of  each  of 
them,  'uiz. 

In  the  *  Jirji,  wherein  8  fakers  were  pro- 
fecuted for  fmail  Tithes,  the  Parfon  procured  the 
fending  four  of  them  to  Goal,  and  continued  them 
Prilbncrs  no  more  than  Six  Years  and  two  Months. 

In  the  -f-  (econd,  wherein  6  fakers  were  profe- 
cuted for  fmall  Tithes,  the  Parfon  dropt  four  of 
them  in  the  Courfe  of  the  Proceeding,  and  fcnt  the 
Other  Two  to  Wincbejler  Goal,  whence  they  were 
removed  to  the  Fket-prijhn  -,  and  they  had  after- 
wards taken  from  them  Goods  worth  75/.  i6j.  for 
Pcmands  of  about  -x},  21.  %d.  In 
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'  In  the  *  third  1 5  fakers  were  profecuted ;  but 
after  giving  them  Jome  Trouble  to  no  purpofe,  the 
Parfon,  probably  confcious  of  the  Weakneis  of  his 
Claim,  dropt  his  Caufc. 

In  the  'f  fourth,  wherein  7  ^takers  were  profe- 
cuted :  The  Vicar's  Bill  of  Complaint  exhibited  the 
following  important  Demands,  'viz. 
Ea/ler  Offerings     r.    d.  s.    d. 

On  every  Perfon     03  A  Cock  o     2 

An  Hen        02  A  Goofe         o     4 

A  Duck       04  A  Sow  I     8 

A  Cow  o  6  Turnips /^r  Acre  4  o 
Though  the  Perfons  profecuted  had  no  Turnips,  nor 
occupied  any  Land  to  grow  them  upon,  neither  did 
they  keep  either  Sow,  Cow,  Goofe,  Duck^  Cock,  or 
Hen.  However,  fouT  ot  *em  were  fent  to  Newgate^ 
and  one  of  'em  was  not  difcharged  from  his  Impri- 
fonmcnt  till  about  five  Years  after. 

In  the  jl  fifth,  1 9  ^takers  were  profecuted  for  a 
pretended  Claim  of  TCithes  and  Eafier-Offerings. 

In  the  lilLA-^^^j  H  ^<^^^ri  were  profecuted  for 
Tithes,  and  three  of  them  committed  to  \}[Mt  Fleets 
one  of  whom  died  a  Prifoner :  And  the  other  Two 
continued  Prifoners  from  171 1  to  1713. 

In  the  ^\  Jen)enth,  10  Quakers,  and  in  the 
**  eighth  10  other  pickers,  were  profecuted  by  one 
and  the  fame  Vicar,  for  very  trivial  Claims,  as  fome 
of  them  for  Eajier  Offerings  only  ;  and  from  one 
poor  Man  was  demanded  by  the  Vicar's  Bill  ys.  6d. 
for  the  Milk  of  a  Cow,  and  a  Calf  fallen  therefrom, 
for  one  Year,  though  by  the  ancient  Cuftom  of  the 
Place  there  had  been  but  4^.  ufually  paid  for  a  Cow ; 
Case     X.  and 
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and  the  Vicar  acknowledged  that  he  had  formerly 
received  no  more,  and  that  he  believed  his  Prede- 
eefors  had  not.  However  the  Vicar  carried  on  the 
Profccution  as  long  as  he  lived. 

The  *  Ninth  Cafe  was  a  Profccution  of  14 
fakers  at  the  Suit  of  a  Layman,  but  he,  not  in- 
Sfting  upon  his  Gentlenefs^  we  are  not  called  upoa 
to  fay  any  more  of  it  on  this  Occafion. 

Thcfc  nine  Inftances  include  the  exadl  Number 
of  103  Perfons  profecuted;  we  therefore  believe 
them   to  be  the  fame  with  thofe  upon  which  die 
ExijWwr  obferves,    pag.  71,  that  "  103    Charges 
^*  ofOppreffion  are  grafted  upon  nine  Infbuices  of 
*^  Gentlenefs/"     But  this  Obfervation  appears  by  his 
own  ConfefTion  to  be  made  "  without  examining  at 
**  all   into  the  Nature  and  Circumftances  of   thofe 
^^  Cafes."     Wherefore  we  thought   it  expedient  to 
fupply  his  Omiffion,  by  laying  before   the   Reader 
the  foregoing  View  of  them,  by  which,  as   we  ap- 
prehend, it  appears,  that  what  he  at  random^  and 
**  without  examining  at  all,"  call$  "  nine  Inftancti 
**  of  GentknefSy'  are  indeed  no  other  than  nine  Ac- 
cumulations  of  103  fpecifick  and  diftindt  A<fts  of 
grienmis  and  unrcafbnable  Severity.     For  as  the  Sums 
and  Matters  claimed  in  all  thofe  Cafes ^    appear  X(y 
have  been  within  the  Value  recoverable  by  tnc  A(3s 
of  7  and  8  /T.  3.  they  carry  the  Face  of  that  \K- 
nvill  and  Vexatioufnefsy  which  was  the  real  Caufeoi 
thofe  Profecutions. 

But  the  Examiner^  in  Support  of  his  imaginary 
Gentlcnefs  of  the  profecuting  Clergymen^  fays,  that 
**  Every  fingle  ^aker  might  have  been  harrafs'd 
**  by  a  feparate  Bill,"  and  would  miflead  his  Reader 

Case     X.  into 


*  Brxtj  ilccounl  \|^S5>-  '^'^ 


(  103  ) 

into  an  Opinion,  that  the  Profecutor  decHn'd  that 
Method  in  fevour  of  the  fakers :  But  the  plain 
Truth  is,  that  the  Parjoriy  unlefs  very  rich,  muft 
then  neccflarily  hay^  Junk  himfelf  under  the  Weight 
and  Charge  of  his  own  Litigioufnefs.  To  evade 
this,  the  Examiner  adds,  that  "  the  Title  to  the 
'"  Demands  not  being  queftionedj  the  Plaintiff 
"  would  run  no  Risk  of  being  loaded  with  Coils." 
Now  admitting  that,  and  even  that  the  Plaintiff 
might  recover  Cofts  ;  yet  the  JExam/ner  himfelf  owns, 
pag.  6 1,  that  "  it  is  well  known,  that  Cojis  taxed 
*'  hardly  ever  amount  to  one  Half  of  the  real  Ex- 
*'  pence/'  The  other  Half  then  muft  Ire  upon  the 
Plaintiff,  and  that  would  be  more  than  fufficlent,  in 
carrying  on  many  Profccutions  at  once,  to  abate  the 
litigious  Difpofition  of  a  poor  Vicar :  And  if  rich 
enough  to  bear^  much  Charge,  he  muft  be  fuperla- 
lively  vexatious  and  oppreffive,  to  ruin  poor  Men  for 
trifling  Sums,  the  Lois  of  which  to  him  would  bo 
infignlficant,  and  which  he  might  have  recovered  by 
A  Method  of  no  Expence  to  himfelf,  and  not  a  great 
deal  to  them.  But,  according  to  the  Examiner^ 
every  Degree  of  Oppreffion,  except  the  greateft,  is 
Gentlenefs'm  a  Clergyman :  For  this  Realbn^  becaufe 
'twas  in  his  power  to  have  been  more  oppreflivc. 
By  this  fubtle  Fetchi  Severity  it  fclf,  compar*d  with 
greater  Severity^  becomes  'Tcnderr.ejs ;  and  'tis  made 
Mercy  and  Indulgence  in  a  Clergyman  not  to  be 
JiiperlatiiJely  cruel.  But  the  Examif.er  fliould  have 
confidered  what  Sort  of  Men  they  are,  whofe  tender 
■Mercies  are  cruel  in  any  degree. 

But,  wliat  Foundation   could  the  Vicar  have   to 
think,    that  in  carrying  oii  many   Profccutions  at 
once  in  the  Exchequer,  "  the  Title  to  his  Demands 
••  would  not  be  qucftioned  ?  "  To  \K\s,  ^Jwe,S:^v^. 
Case     X.  V.^onumi' 
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Examiner  anfwcrs,  that  "  thofe  Profecutions  are 
**  wrongfully  infcrted  in  the  Brief  Account^  if  the 
**  Title  to  the  Demands  was  queftioned."  Which 
is  but  a  Fallacy ;  for  the  obvious  Reafon  of  inicrting 
thofe  Profecutions  in  the  Brief  Account^  was,  be- 
caufe  the  Parfon  did  not  previoufly  apply  to  the  Ju- 
itices,  and 'tis  only  xht  queftioning  his  Title  upon  Ji^cb 
an  Application^  that  can  be  alleged  in  favour  of  his 
piofecuting  by  a  more  chargeable  Method. 

CASE    XL 

Pag.  164,  [  T  ]  1703.  Thomas  Richardson 
of  Hull  was  profecuted  in  the  Ecclejiajlical  Court  for 
eight  Shillings  demanded  for  z.  Church-rate  fo  called^ 
at  the  Suit  of  Field  Dun  Parfon,  and  Samuel  Steven- 
Jon  and  ^ohn  Bell  Wardens. 

To  which  this  Note  [  T  ]  is  fiibjoined. 

7*.  Richardfon   was  excommunicated,  and   com- 
mitted to  Prifon  on  the  9th  of  November  17 13. 

The  only  Objediion  of  the  Examiner  to  this  Cafe 
is,  that  "  It  is  faid  to  be  carried  on  at  the  Suit  of 
*'  Field  Dun  (it  (hould  have  been  Fieldan  Dunn) 
**  Parfon,  as  well  as  of  the  two  Churchwardens. 
Now  this,  /j)'j  the  Examiner,  is  diredtly  falfc  in 
fadk.  For  Mr.  Dunn  (who  is  iince  dead)  decla- 
red in  a  Letter  upon  the  Subjedt,  that  the  Profc- 
cution  was  directed  at  a  Parifti-mecting,  accord- 
ing to  Cuftom,  and  that  he  had  no  perfonal  Con- 
"  cern  in  it/* 

We  fhall  not  contend  with  a  Perfon  deceafcd  in 
this  Cafe :  If  he  did  fo  declare,  and  that   Declara- 
tion was  true  -,  there  was  fome  Miftake  in  inferting 
Case    XI-  his 
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his  Name.  The  Rcafon  of  which  we  calitibt  de- 
termine, unlefs  perhaps  his  Officioufr.efs  in  promo- 
ting the  Affair  at  the  Parifli-meeting,  might  induce 
T.  Ricbardjbn  to  think  him  a  Party  concerhed. 
However,  we  declare  our  felvcs  always  ready  to 
Tcdiiiy  Miflakes;  and  feeing  the  Demand  in  this 
Cafe  appears  to  have  been  only  for  a  Church-rate, 
We  confent  ihat  iHa/a  Examiner  may  expunge  the 
Parjdn's  Name,  and  leave  the  Profecution  wholly 
at  the  Wardens  Door.  Though  indeed  we  never 
yet  heard  of  any  one  Inffance,  wherein  the  Wardens 
carried  on  fuch  a  Frofccution,  even  fOr  their  owtt 
Rale,  or  wherein  any  Parifii- meeting  ever  diredtcd 
'fuch  a  Profecutlon,  in  Oppofition  to  the  Parfon  and 
his  declared  Mind  to  the  contrary :  Nor  do  wc 
think  it  to  have  been  fo  in  this  Cafe.  If  the  Ex- 
fiininer  can  help  us  to  fuch  an  InftancCj  we  will 
publifh  it  to  the  World  as  an  Alcnement  for  our  Jn- 
advertency  in  infcrting  the  Parjon'i  Name  on  this 
Occafion. 

But  the  Examiner  has  no  Right  to  infer  from 
this  fingle  Mifljkc,  if  one,  that  "  the  Profccutions 
"  of  the  ^takers  were  colleftcd  in  a  carelefs  man- 
"  ner,"  becaufe  in  a  CoUe^lion  of  that  Nature,  fuch 
a  Mi/iaie  might  be  confiftcnt  with  a  great  deal  of 
Care:  Nor  is  it  rcafonablc  to  think,  that  it  pro- 
ceeded from  "their  Dcfireto  multiply  Charges  a- 
*'  gainft  the  Clergy,"  in  an  Account  of  Prfl/^fw/zonj, 
from  which,  the  C/er^ies  too  much  Concern  therein, 
has  been  the  chief  Obftacle  of  their  obtaining  Re- 
fief  The  Cafe  it  felf  being  altogether  as  pertinent, 
and  as  applicable  to  their  Purpofc  without  the  Par- 
fon's  Name,  as  with  it. 

CAtE     AT  O  O^'^^ 
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C  A  S  E    XU. 

Pag.  165.  [Y]  1714.  William  Greenwood, 
William  Sutcliffe,  Joshua  Fielden,  Eliza- 
beth SuTCLiFPE,  Abraham  Fielden,  and  Mary 
Barker,  were  prolecutcd  before  the  CommifTio- 
:ners  for  pious  Ufes,  for  certain  Sums  demanded  of 
them  toward  the  Maintenance  of  Edward  Metham^ 
'  Parfon  of  Crowjlone  Chapel,  and  Vicar  of  HalHfax. 

To  which  this  Note  [  Y  ]  is  iubjoined. 

The  Sums  demanded,  were  /.     s.     d. 

Of  William  Gree?rwood  for  5  Years  and  3 1  i% 

Charters,  at  ^s.  4J.  per  Annum  S 

Of  William  Sutcliffe  for  5  Years  and  3  7 

Quarters,  at  3  j.  4//,  per  Annum.         \  ^ 

Of  Jojhua  Fielden  for   5   Years  and  3  7  , 

Quarters,  at  2x.  per  Annum.  S. 

Of  Elizabeth  Sutcliffe  and  Abraham  ^ 

Fielden  for  a  Yearly  Stipend  51.  4^.  >    i     6     8 

and  for  Arrears  il.is.^.  } 

Of  Mary  Barker  for  c  Years  at  y.  6d.  1  , 

perJnnum.  ^  .       ^  "" .'^ 

The  (aid  William  Greemvoody  William  Sutcliffe^  and 
yoP^ua  Fielden^  were  committed  to  Rothwell  Goal 
on  the  2  ifl  of  September  17 1 6,  and  were  difcharged 
thence  on  the  5th  oiOSlober  i^ij* 

Upon  this  Cafe,  the  Examiner  produces  "  7& 

Anfwer  of  the  Reverend  Dr.  Legh,  the  prefint 

Vicar  of  Halifax,"  importing  an  Account  of  the 

Situation  of  Crojlone  Chapel,  and  that  "  there  is  an 

ancient  Trad\t\otv  vvi  ^vvd  ^bout  that  Neighbour- 
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"  hood,  that the  Inhabitants  of  Stensfidd  and 

**  Lan^Jieldi—'m  order  to  raifc  a  Provifion  for  a 
"  Carate  there,  did  endow  the  laid  Chapel  with  a 
^*  Yearly  Stipend  or  Salary  of  20/. — —And  that  the 
**  Owners  of  the  MefTuages  and  Lands  in  thofe  tvro 
*'  Townfliips  had  every  one  bound  his  own  Eftate 

**  with  the  Payment  of ^^eftablifhcd  Proportions 

'•  of  the  laid  20/.  per  Annum.     That Edward 

**  Metbam  having  been  Curate  of  the  laid  Chapel 
**  many  Years,  under  the  then  Vicar  of  Halifax, 
"  and  performed  his  Duty  as  fiich,  became  intituled 

"  to  the  laid  Stipend  or  Wages. That  Elizabeth 

"  Sutclife,  Abraham  Fielden,  and  Mary  Barker , 
"  Land  Owners  there,  were  profecuted  for  their  re- 
*•  fpc-itive  Proportions  of  the  faid  Stipend  before  the 
"  CommilTioners  for  Charitable  Ufes,  who  on  Fe^ 
*'  bruary  9th  1711.  9  (^Anne,  decreed  Elizabeth 
"  Siitcliffe  and  Abraham  Fielden  to  pay  i/.  ts.  4*/. 
*•  Arrearages,  and  2/.  Cofts,  and  the  faid  Mary 
•*  Barker  to  pay  141.  Ariearages  and  2/.  Cofts  -  ■  ■■ 
*'  That  the  faid  three  ^wjitfrj  were  lervcd  with  a 
•'  Writ  of  Execution  ot  the  laid  Decree,  tellcd  Fe- 
**  bruaryg.  1713,  ii  Q^Anney  and  up<m  their 
*•  not  fubmitting  to  it  were  in  Contempt. 

••  And  that  thereupon  they  were  not  tmprifoned, 
"  was  owing  to  the  Commiferation  of  the  Profecu- 
**  tor  ;  who,  inftead  of  proceeding  to  Rigour,  gave 
•*  up  the  whole  Debt,  or  the  grcatcft  Part  of  it,  if 
'*  Report  lays  right." 

The  prefent  Vicar  alfo  Ihews  the  Courfe  of  the  ■, 
Proceedings  agalnft  ffilliam  Greenvfood^  Jofhua 
Fielden^  and  iViUiam  Sutcliffe,  with  the  Decree  of 
the  Commiflioners  refpedting  them.  And  that  "  a 
*'  Writ  of  Execution  of  the  faid  Decree  was  iflued 
*'  out  of  Chancery^  tefted  Feb.  iq,  V]\'x,,  ■v\  *^Xj^ 
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^^  jlnne^  and  was  ferved  upon  them.  Whereupon 
*^  they,  fuppofin^  themielves  to  be  aggrieved,  did, 
•'  on  the  ntli  oi  July  1714,  exhibit  their  Exccp- 
•'  lions  in  CLimery.  That  on  the  15th  of  ^owmh. 
"  1715,  thcCuic  was  heard  before  the  then  Lord 
Chancelloi  Caw}er,  who  overrniled  the  iaid  Ex- 
ceptions, and  coiiiirmcd  the  Decree.  Which 
^'  they  pbftinately  refuiing  to  obey,  were,  by  yf^- 
*^  iachments  oi  Contempt  zxK^tA^  and  on  the  21ft 
*^  oi  November  17 16  impriloned  in  Rothwell  GosUi^ 
"  where  they  continued  till  they  complied  with  the 
«*  faid  Lord  Chancellor's  Decree."' 

The  aJbrtfaid  Account  of  the  Vicar  feetns  to  be 
the  fair  Refolt  of  his  Enquiry,  and  contradidls  not 
what  we  have  (aid.  He  remarks  a  Variation  in  the 
Sums,  and  rationally  accounts  for  it.  But  as  he 
makes  few  or  no  Comments  or  Obfervations  of  his 
own.  we  are  only  to  attend  the  Examiner's  Remarks, 
which  begin',  pag.  79,  thus,  "  It  is  evident.  Jays 
<'  he^  from  the  i^iakers  Charge,  and  Dr.  LegIS% 
^^  Anfwcr  to  it,  that  the  Curate's  Demands  were 
*^  not  recoverable  by  cither  of  the  Afts  of  7  and  8 
"  W.  %.  NotbyC'^j/.  6.  becaufe  the  Complaint 
"  was  fo  far  from  being  made  within  two  Yeais,  as 
that  Adt  requires,  that  it  was  not  made  within 
**  four  Years."  But,  to  us,  'tis  evident,  that  the 
Curate*s  highcft  Claim  on  any  of  thofe  Pcrfbns,  be- 
ing but  5^.  4^.  per  Annumy  was  recoverable  by  the 
Adt  of  7  and  8  /^.  3.  Chap.  6.'  If  he  brought  not 
his  Complaint  within  the  Time  limited,  the  Default 
was  not  in  the  ASi^  but  in  himfelf,  who '  did  not 
chufe  to  make  ufc  of  that  Method. 

The  Examiner  proceeds,  "  Not  by  Chap.  34. 
''  becaufe  the  Payments  cannot,  in  any  Latitude  of 
•'  Conftrud'von,  ViC  >aio\x^^  v^'vd\u\  the  ttioft   en- 
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"  larged  Meaning  of  the  general  Term  Tithes  ;  but 

f  Tithes  and  Church-rates  wercall  that  AQ.  then  took 
*'  in."  'Tis  fiifficient  however,  that  they  were  re- 
coverable by  the /orm^r  of  thofe  ^^j,  till  his  own, 
perhaps  wilful,  NcgleiS  had  excluded  him  :  Ar..:   it 

*  does  not  appear,  that  he  ever  applied  to  the  Jufticts 
to  know  their  Conftm<Sion  of  the  latter  AH,  drA 
whether  they  would  have  relieved  hiin  thereby  or 
not.     He  did  therefore  '*  equally  and   entirely  ex- 

■  "  elude  both  thoi';;  A(Ss,"  by  his  Non-applicatioa 
for  Rcdr.'fs  by  them.  The  "  Title  to  the  Dcniarj  Js 
"  being  queftinijcd,"  is  unjuftly  affigned  as  tlic 
Caufeof  excluding  him  from  the  Benefit  of  thofe 
Afts,  which  he  nc\er  fhewed  any  Inclination  to 
icccpt  This  Ca/e  therefore  was  juftly  and  properly 
infcrted  in  the  Brief  Account  ^  and  is  agreeable  to  the 
Title-page  of  that  ytccount,  becaufe  the  Profecutor 
took  a  more  charge  ible  Method  for  Claims  recove* 
rable  by  the  iaid  Acts. 

But,  it  feems,  we  have  call'd  the  Curate  "  what 
*'  he  never  was,  Ficar  of  Halifax."  Thi«  may 
have  been  a  Mijiake,  and  the  Examiner  may  excufe 
it ;  becaufe  it  was  but  doing  tl'<e  Curate  tm  much 
Honour,  which-  no  doubt  he  will  admit  to  have 
been  in  us  unde/igned.  But  the  Examiner  makes  a 
perverfe  Ufe  of  this  harmlep  Error,  by  putting  upoa 
it  a  CofiJiruSiion  we  never  thought  of.  "  A  Curate, 
"  fays  be,  could  not  have  been  fo  fpccicufly  delivcr- 
"  ed  out  to  the  Public  ?s  an  Oppreifor,  and  ac- 
•*  cordingly  he  is,  in  the  worttiiig  of  the  Profccution, 
*'  defcribed  as  being  alfo,  wi;;u  he  never  was,  /7- 
*'  car  oi  Halifax:'  We  afiiL;:  the  Examiner  that 
this  Thought  never  entei'd  Ciu  Breaft  j  but  'tis  pro- 
bable his  more  perfe*lt  Knov.lcdgc  of  the  Clergy 
may  have  made  him  a  bftter  jud^c  qC  \.\».av.  V«. 
Case     Xil.  ^c-«a 
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feems  by  this  to  conceive,  that  a  Vicar ^  being  in  a 
D^^gree  more  ricb^  and  more  ptmerjul^  than  a  Curate^ 
may  be  "  more  fpecioufly  delivered  out  to  the  Pub- 
**  lie  as  an  Opp;eflbr;  "  fo  that  his  Senfe  of  the 
Matter  appears  to  be,  that  the  Inclination  of  the 
Ciei^  to  opprcfs,  is  proportional  to  their  Pomer  and 
WeaUh,  c:nd  therefore  he  reprefents  a  Vicar  as  more 
likely  to  be  aii  Opprejfor  than  a  Curate^  and  confc- 
quently  a  ReSlor  than  a  Vicar ^  and  fb  on,  according 
to  the  feveral  Degrees  of  Advancement  in  Power  and 
Riches.  The  Reader  is  to  take  this  as  the  Refult  of 
the  Examiners  Way  of  arguing ;  who  mcafuring 
our  Conceptions  by  his  own,  ftarted  this  Ihmgk 
concerning  the  Ckrgy  :  An  Eagernefs  of  expofing 
an  imaginary  Craft  of  the  ^akers^  where  none 
was,  has  led  him  to  this  Difcovery  of  his  own  Sen- 
timents :  In  which,  if  he  has  been  "  a  little  indif- 
*'  erectly  communicative,"  yet,  being  the  Eflcd  of 
his  Zealy  the  Clergy  may  well  excufe  it. 

The  Examiner  feems  miftaken  when  he  fays, 
pag.  80,  '*  He  {the  Curate)  chofe  what  was  in  it  felf 
the  Jlcrtc/l  and  kajl  expenfive  MrfZw^ of  recovering 
his  Dues,"  for  Dr.  Leg/fs  Account  plainly  dc- 
monrtratcs  the  contrary  :  It  appears  thereby,  pag. 
76,  that  "  AL7?y  Barker  was  decreed  to  pay  14;. 
"  Arrearages  and  2/.  Cofts,"  which  is  four  Times 
as  much  Cofls  as  the  Juflices  by  the  Ads  may  granL 
The  Examifier  farther  remarks,  that  '*  three  at 
**  leaft,  if  not /^//r  of  thefePcrfons,  were  themfelvcs 
"  the  Purchafers  of  thofe  Lands  which  the  Piety  of 
"  former  Owiv-rs  had  charged  with  Payments 
appropriated  to  the  Service  of  God.  They 
muft  confequently  have  had  an  Allowance  fo 
thcfe  Payments  in  the  Purchafc:  and  vet  be- 
"  caufetl[\efcSutii^>N^\^i^^-^tt  fpr  the  Mainte- 
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'*  nande  of  a  Carate,  they  could>  it  fcems,  with  a 
*'  a  quiet  Confcience  detain  them  as  their  own» 
"  knowing  at  the  fame  Time,  that  they  paid  no 
*•  valuable  Cbnfideration  for  them." 

The  Examiner,  wcprcfume,  will  not  eafily  prove 
what  he  aflcrts,  that  the  Purchafen  of  the  Lands 
**  had  an  Allowance  for  thofe  Payments  in  thtir  . 
**  Purchafc.''  Nor  indeed  does  he  produce  any 
DefJ,  or  other  autbentick  /i&  of  the  former  Owners, 
t»  prove  that  ever  they  incumbrcd  the  hiheritance 
of  thole  Lands  with  any  fuch  Payments.  Dr.Z^^A's 
Anfwcr  only  obferves,  that  "  there  is  an  ancient 

*•  Tradition  in  and  about  that  Neighbourhood, 

•'  that  the  Owners  of  Mefliiagea  and  Lands  in  thofe 
*•  two  Townihips,  had  every  one  bound  iiis  owm 
*'  Eftatewith  the  Payment  of  certain  Sums,"  but 
after  what  Manner  they  bound  them,  doth  not  ap- 
pear: They  might  chaige  thcmfelves,  or  their 
Lands,  in  their  own  Life-time,  toward  the  Main- 
tenance of  fuch  a  Preacher  as  they  approv'd.  But 
"what  \%  that  to  fiiturc  Purchafcrs  ?  Arc  they  there- 
fore under  an  Obligation  of  providing  Maintenance  ii; 
for  a  Preacher  whom  thfty  do  not  approve  ?  Arc  '  ^ 
there  any  fuch  Payments  fttpulated  in  their  Purchaje-  ■ 
Deeds  ?  Had  fuch  Payments  attended  the  Inheri- 
'tancc  of  the  Lands,  they  would  doubtlefs  have  been 
exprcft  in  the  Conveyances  of  thofe  Lands.  Biit  the 
■paifing  thofe  Lands  from  one  to  another,  without 
any  Regard  to  fuch  Payments,  fhews  that  no  Al- 
lowance is  made  for  thofe  Payments  in  the  Purchafc: 
-Nor  do  they  appear  to  be  any  other  than  unrcafona- 
ble  Impofitions,  efpcclally  upon  fuch  of  the  prefent 
Land-Owners  as  refort  not  to  the  Chapel  of  Croftane. 

What  the  £;cam/npr  calls  "the  Piety  of  former 
*'  Owners  appropriating  Pay mctvxs  XQ\\wt'Si<m\tt'aS. 
"     Case     Xll  "  ^-^V 


**  God,"  may  probably  in  other  Men's  View  ap- 
pear to  be  the  Jeluded  Super jlitkn  of  former  Times, 
appropriating  Payments  to  the  Mairitenance  of  thofe 
who  blinded  ihtm,  viz.  Popjf}  Prifjis:  A  Tradition 
of  which  Maintenance,  fucrceriing  PricAs,  of  dif- 
ferent Opinions,  concurring  only  in  this  Point  of 
their  own  Intcreft,  have  convcv'd  down  from  one 
to  another,  inveigling  the  prefent  Land-Owners  to 
continue  to  thtmfclvcs  Payments,  which  fo.nicr 
Owners  i;i  their  Times  gave  to  other  Perfons,  for 
Purpofcs  difapprov'd  by  all  true  Profeftants,  how- 
ever by  this  Examiner  call'd  "  the  Service  of  God." 

Thus  'Tradition  ulhering  in  Supcr/lifiou,  would 
i  A  the  free  Ertates  of  Protejiattt  Siihjetls  with  In- 
cumbrances of  Popijh  Donafions,  burthenfome  to 
their  Confciences,  and  unreafonablc  to  be  compiled 
with  :  OpprcJjiGns,  which  thole  who  feel  them  know 
to  be  ri\'7l  Critrjanci's,  EccUfiafiical  Encroachments 
on  their  free  Eftiitcs,  prejudicial  to  the  Property  of 
the  Land-Owners,  meet  to  be  conlidcfd  by  ft 
•'  jBr/>//7j  Parliament,"  and  worthy  of  Redrcfe  mro' 
their  Interjiofition.  "' "  > 

What,  though  our  Ancejlors,  deluded  by  Popljb 
Priefts,  to  difrcgard  the  free  Remijjion  of  Sim  tbrrfj 
the  Sacrifice  of  Cbrifl,  might  think  ■ 
Ptfj-.'/ow  of  thofe  who  made  thej""* 
felling  them  a  Means  of  _, 
andmight  contract  to  pay  fm 
had,  nor  could  have, 
fonable,  that  Protfjiant\ 
difcover'd  the  Cheat,  ; 
refunded  them,  whi' 
from  their  Forefathej 
Payments  upon  fuel 
va's  really  ntiU  wvAl 

Case 
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through  the  Impoflibiiity  of  its  being  ever  perform'd. 
May  we  not  here,  more  juftly  than  the  lixammer 
dcKs,  enquire,  Is  this  reconcileablc  t«  common  Ho^ 
neity  ?  Or  is  it  confiAcnt  with  the  End  of  Govern- 
ment, to  continue  fuch  Popip3  Incumbrances  upon 
xhcEJlatesoi Protejiants?  Or  to  conftrain  Conlci- 
ence  by  Penalties  to  Payments  founded  on  the  dark- 
eft  Superftition,  equally  uiithrilliiin  and  unreafona- 
ble?  *' Wherefore,  {io  ujv  I  he  H-^ords  of  Bifhop  ]vic\\ 
"  in  hi i  Apology  of  //vC'Wc/jfl/'ICngland,  iV;/ 6.) 
"  if  they  have  gotten  there'l'hinjTs  111  us  by  lixtor- 
"  lion,  through  their  J-'/w/J i.un.\  llibtil  S/i/[^h/.t,  we 
"  fee  no  Rcafon  why  wi-  m;iy  ii"!  pliuk  away  the 
"  fame  from  them  ;ig.iin  by  l.twlnl  W.iy;:  mid  jnll 
"  Means:  Awd  il'(;ur  Kiiij'^,  in  iImi  I  ).iikiufa  mid 
"  Blindncfsof  t!icf;iiiier 'liini.s  v_:ivi-  ibun  thefc 
•*  Things  of  their  own  AcL()id  ;iiul  jJk-/:ili/y  for 
"  Religion's  Sake,  being  moved  with  a  ci.nain  Opi- 

'  nion  of  their  feigned  I lolincls:  Now,  when  the 
Ignor'iir'-  Tiiui  I'Trnr  is  tl'jiicd  out,  may  the  Kings 
their  ■-'  ■     -  ilicm  away  again,  feeing  tb.ey 

:  have  1.-^  ~.i-'.  .l-.:l:ority  the  Kings  their  ^Wf^j^tr* 

"ij't  is  'JO! J,  except  it  be  al~ 

_^Giver,  mid  that  cannot 

Jimmed  and  hiiidred  by 

thefc  Cafes,  Men 

ligning  Peribns, 

;.  well  re- 

■!i7-ch,  and 

Glozeinir. 

be  Jb  bliitd 

!■■(  it,  that 

fo  qaietly 


"At  to  the  manner  of  the  Dt'/cBarge  of  the  i*ai< 
WilUdm  Greenwead,  Wiliiam  Sutcliff'e,  and  Jojhu 
Fieldin,  oat  of  Prifon,  'twas  done  without  thei 
Conlent,  by  a  companionate  Neighbour,  who  a 
petd  tlie  AffiJr  by  paying  Moneys,  either  to  th 
Ctenite,  or  to  William  SutcUffe  of  Stamjield-bal 
the  Curate's  Bcnefiiflor  and  Supporter  in  the  Char|g< 
of  this  Suit ;  whofe  Compaffion^  not  the  Curate's  Le 
sity,  had  prevented  the  aforelaid  Mary  Barker 
Elizabeth  Sutcliffe,  and  Abraham  FieUerty  fror 
being  (cnt  to  PriJon  ;  for  he,  confidering  the  &i< 
Mary  Barker  as  a  poor  Widow  with  many  Children 
and  the  other  two  as  weakly  Perfons,  likely  to  di 
in  Prifcn,  would  not  give  his  Confent  to  their  Com 
mitment. 

That  the  Demands  of  the  Curate  for  Crofton 
Chapel  might  have  been  recovered  by  Jujliccs  War 
rant,  appears,  in  that  they  have  been  from  th 
Time  of  that  Profecudon  aftually  fo  recovered. 


CASE    XIII. 


Pag.  166.  i7I5.*Benjamin  Bartlett  o^Braa 
Jprd  was  profccuted  in  the  EccUftaftical  Court  for 
Marriage  Fee  and  a  Mortuary,  at  the  Suit   of  Lul 
Coats  Parfon  of  Birjiall. 


To  this,  the  Examiner  produces  what  he  calli 

*  Ti}e  Anfwer  of  the  Reverend  Mr.  Luke  Coats,  /or 

*  merly  Vicar  ^Birftall,  and  now  Dean  of  Middle 

*  ham,"   who  iays,    "  Benjamin  Bartlett,    a  ric 
'  Apodiccary  in  tlw  Town  of  Bradford^  marrie 

Case     XUl.  ^^-^ 
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<*  the  *  only  Daughter  of  ^ptm  Green,  a  neb 
**  Sluaker  in  the  Townfhip  of  Liverfi^e,  within 
*'  the  Pariih  of  Birfiall."  What's  this  harping  up- 
on the  Word  l^icb  for,  but  to  (hew,  that  being 
iiich,  the  Parfon  thought  him  the  more  proper 
Sut^e£t  to  be  fleeced.  '*  Green  died  loon  after  this 
'*  Marriage,  leaving  his  Son-in-law  -f"  Executor." 
His  Death  may  colour  a  Pretence  to  a  Mortuary, 
but  cannot  give  any  to  a  Marriage  Fee.  "  My 
'*  Demands  upon  Benjamin  Bartktt,  befides  his  own 
**  Marriage  Fee,  were  for  fcveral  Years  Arrears  of 
"  Eafier  O^rings,  due  to  me  from  'thomai  Green^ 
"  and  a  Mortuary  upon  his  Death.  Upon  Bartlett^t 
"  refilling  to  fatisfy  my  Demands,  I  follicitcd  feve- 
"  ral  neighbouring  Juflices  of  Peace  to  proceed 
"  againft  him  upon  the  AdU  of  7  and  8  IV.  3.  but 
"  they  all  ||  pofitively  refnfed  to  afford  me  their 
*'  Affiftance."  For  which  Rcfulal,  there  is  an 
evident  Reafon  ariiing  from  the  Nature  of  his  Claim^ 
The  Juftices  would,  in  all  probability,  have  granted 
Jiim  their  Affiftance  to  recover  the  £^^r-Offcrlngs 
Case     Xlil.  P2  and 

*  This  is  a  Mijlake,  for  Thomas  Green  bad  at  that 
iTimt  a  Soa  and  two  other  Daughters,  weU  knetvn  in  the 
Country,  viz,  ^  Son  and  a  Daughter  who  lived  till  within 
ibefe  fix  or  feven  Tears  i  the  other  Daughter  has  feveral 
Children  ^rown  up. 

+  Ibatbewaileft'EyLccaioT,  istrue^  hut  tbtit 'Execa- 
torlhip  was  nor  eftfny  Benefit  or  Advantage  to  him,  or  bis 
Wife,  but  in  Trujlfer  tbefaidThomzi  Green's  three  other 
Children. 

B  This  Refufal  of  the  Jujiiees,  B.  Bartlctt  ohferves,  did 
not  proceed  from  any  Requejl  of  bis  -,  nor  probably  from  the 
Jufiices  peculiar  Regard  to  him;  for  they  have  divers  times 
granted  Warrants  for  Dsfirefs  on  bis  Goods  for.  Church- 
claims.    //  mufi  therefore  have  proceeded  from  Jome  oxber, 

CMtff' 
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tnd  tins  Mortuary,  for  which  th;rc  might  poflibly" 
be  fotne  Appearance  of  a  legal  Claim  :  But  his  in- 
lifting  alio  upon  a  Marriage  Fee,  from  a  Pcrfon  who 
had  not  been  married,  either  by  him,  or  any  of  his 
Funftion,  was  fo  apparently  unjuft  and  unreafona- 
blc,  having  no  Foundation  either  in  Law  or  Equity, 
that  the  y unices  could  have  no  Excufe  for  proceed- 
ing therein.  The  Parfia  is  therefore  injurious-  to 
the  Juftices,  in  reprcfcnting  them  as  rcfufing  to  ex- 
ecute the  Laws,  when  the  Injujiice  and  IlLgality  of 
his  Ckim  would  not  admit  them  to  do  it.  In  fhort, 
tbcperverfe  Nature  of  his  Demand  fcems  to  have 
enfnar'd  the  Jufliccs  in  a  Dilemma,  impofmg  upon 
them  -2.  Necedity  either  of  refufing  to  a£},  or  of 
eSfing  unjujlly,  both  which  might  be  equally  difa- 
agteeable  to  their  Inclination.  The  Parfon  having 
thus  ne«f/H^  the  Juftices,  proceeded  to  the  Ecclefi- 
a/iicai Court,  (where  Process  are  not  clog'd  with 
fuch  little  Scmples  of  Confciencc)  and  "  took  out  a 
'*  Citation — which  was  *  fervcd  upon  B.  Bartlett" — 
who  "  looking  at  it,  took  down  a  ihort  Minute  in 
*'  -a  rniall  Piece  of  Paper,"  which  probably  was  a 
McmcnuiJum  of  the  Time  of  the  Return  of  the  Ci- 
Case     XIII.  tatiort. 


"  B;njtmi(i  Birtlet/ujj,  there  was  a  Citation  ferv'd  upon 
b:m  near  tie  Evening,  and  only  the  next  Day  alh'xed  btm  to 
lake  a  J.-urney  cf  fMu/y  four  Miles  to  York,  to  appear 
t'yire  at  the  O.urt  the  Day  following  in  the  Forenoon  ;  fo 
thfiiwbfth  r  his  Jfairs  would  permit  hiin  crnol  he  mufgo: 
'I'b'j'  U\-  llcuUb  of  fine  Pcrfons,  on  ZL-hom  bis  Attendance 
iiti^htbe  neceff.iry^  hadfu^ered  by  his  Abfence.  The  fhort 
i^ilici  given  biin,  and  the  Manner  of  the  Court's  Vrccee- 
d-.nx,  a'/'iJ  dclafd  ibf  Calling  him  near  an  Hour  after  the 
Tune  afftgncdfor  his  Appearance  was  elapjed,  fetmcd  to  him 
hm.  aims  of  a  Defgit  to  betray  him  into  a  (^"onccmpt,  and 
•  iukc  an  undue  AdxanUie  o|  bun. 


C"7) 

taiiort,  that  he  might  not  by  NegleSi  of  Appearance 
incurr  a  Contempt  of  the  Court.  But  the  Paribn 
mentions  "  a  wretched  Trick  put  upon  him,"  of 
which  he  urges  this  *'-|- Minute  taken  down  by 
"  Bartlett"  as  '*  a.  fufpicious  Circumftance"  of 
what  he  could  not  poflibly  be  the  Contriver.  "  It 
**  appeared,  fays  the  Parjbn,  afterwards,  that  "  this 
**  Citation  againft  Benjamin  Bartlett  was  dated  a 
"  full  Year  before  the  Death  of  Ihomai  Green,  to 
*■  whom  Bartlett  was  Executor,  and  fued  by  me 
"■  as  fuch."  But  how  he  cculd,  a;  fuch,  befuodfor 
a  Marria^  Fee,  is  not  cafily  undcrftood.  Howe- 
ver, by  this  grois  Error  in  the  Date  of  the  Pro- 
ceedings, the  Parfon  owns  he  was  "  forced  to  drop 
"  the  Caufe,"  which  Words  naturally  import,  that 
he  did  not  drop  it  'voluntarily :  And  therefore  "  Bart- 
"  lett  had  as  much  Reafon  to  complain  of  the  Par* 
"  fon  of  Birftall^'  as  if  the  Prolecution  had  gone 
on  as  far  as  he  intended  it,  isiz.  to  the  Excommu- 
nication and  Imprifonmcnt  of  a  Man  not  kfs  ufefiil, 
nor  k}\  refpeded  in  the  Neighbourhood,  than  him- 
Jelf  And  the  fakers  had  juft  Reafon  to  infert 
this  Caje  in  their  BrieJ  Account,  becaufe  the  whole 
of  the  Parfons  legal  Claim  was  recoverable  by  the 
Ads  of  7  and  8  IV,  3.  of  the  Benefit  of  which  he 
•was  not  deprived,  but  in  confequence  of  his  0\wi 
tenacious  infifting  on  another  Claim  altogether  il- 
C4SE     XIII.      .  legal, 

■f-  B-'nj.imin  Bartk-tt/(i>-j,  That  'lis  prohttbU  be  might 
take- dcu;!!  the  Day  of  ihe  Return  of  the  CiUuion,  hut  as 
to  the  MijlaL-  in  tm'.cdat'.u";  it,  ht  did  not  oi^firve  it : 
If  any  Jdz-anta^^e  vjsi  made  vf-  of  in  l-'j.it  Rrffe^y  'twas 
■dene  by  bii  Proiftor,  whom  Dutv  and  common  Jtijlice  to  hit 
CWettiwotddrequire  loiiif.f!  u{cn  fo^rofs  an  Error,  in  ma- 
king bii  Df  feme  ;  an:\v/i-i  ihayfore^  na  m\t.v^%\'\\\^^ 
tut  a  fair  ObjcUloa. 


legal,  unjufl,  and  unreaJbnable ;  by  the  Nature 
and  Quality  of  which,  he  was  neceflarily  excluded 
from  having  his  Remedy  by  thole  A*f^  i  and  his  vo- 
luntarily  liufiAing  on  fuch  an  illegal  and  unrighteous 
Demand,  wai  equivalent  to  bi$  having  voluntarilr 
Reclined  that  Remedy. 

"  the  Account  from  the  Ecckjiajiictzl  Court  is n 

*'  That  in  this  Cauje  only  a  Citation  was  returned, 
'*  and  the  Ceriijicate  of  it  continued  fomc  Court- 
'*  Days,  after  which  the  Cs^  dr<^  without  ^rther 
«*  Proceedbgs."  Which  Account  is  verjr  imperfea, 
becaule  it  neither  afligns  any  Rcaibiu  /or  dropping 
the  Caufe  nor  any  particular  Relation  of  tho£;  Pro- 
ceedings, 

The  Examiner's  fuppofing,  "  the  iamc  Applica- 
*'  tion  to  the  Jufticcs  to  have  been  made  in  many 
•*  other  Inftances  with  the  lame  Difappointmcnt,'" 
ii  not  well  grounded,  feeing  there  are  not  many 
InAances  of  Application  to  the  Jufticcs  for  a  Marriy 
age  Fee. 

From  what  has  been  obferv*d  upon  the  Parji)n\ 
Anfwer  to  this  Cafe,  we  apprehend,  the  Reader 
will  clearly  fee,  that  the  Severity  of  it  iftolls  with 
greater  Force  upon  himfelf  from  bis  own  Method 
of  defending  it :  And  that  tho*  he  be  living,  and 
•'  in  a  Capacity  of  being  his  own  Advocate,"  yet 
"  the  Apology  he  has  drawm  up"  is  (ax  from  contalor 
ing  Reafons  fufficient  tojuAify  hisftocecdings. 


CASE 
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CASE    XIV. 

Pag.  168.    [E]  1720.    Timothy  Towse  of 

Gar/on  in  thfc  W'ouldSy  was  profecutcd  in  the  Eccle^' 
ajiical  Court  at  the  Suit  oi  John  Dobjbn  Parfon  of 
Kirby. 

To  which  this  Note  [  E  ]  is  iubjoincd. 

timotly  Towfe  was  proftcatcd  for  ten  Years  Tithe 
of  Apples,  Hens,  &c.  but  after  fome  Time  the 
Parfon  dropt  his  Profccuiion  in  the  Ecdfjiajiical 
Court,  and  took  his  Demand  by  Jufliccs  Warrant. 

Upon  this,  the  Examiner  exhibits  "  the  Anfwcr 
"  of  the  Reverend  Mr.  DovAAg^tn  the  prejeut  Curate 
"  2^'Garton,"  who  gives  "  the  Rcfultof  his  Enqul- 
"  ry,"  bv  which  it  appears,  that  fome  of  "  th* 
•'  Neighbours  affirm  they  never  heard  of  any  fijch 
*'  Suit,"  but  that  "  the  ^aker  Timothy  Towfehitrt- 
**  felfavcre^  that  he  was  profccuted  in  the  Ecc/efi-' 
"  apical  Court,  and  that  theDemandswere  for  2/.  it, 
*'  for  ten  Years  and  a  half  Tithe  for  Hay,  Apples^ 
*'  Hens,  Pigs,  &c.  He  owns  at  the  fame  Time 
**  that  he  had  no  Trouble  about  it,  and  was  not  lb 
**  much  as  fcrved  with  a  Citation,  but  hearing  from 
*'  fome  Friend  at  Tori,  that  fucb  an  ASiicu  wa$ 
•'  commenced  againft  him,  in  the  Ecckjiufikdl 
"  Court,  he  lent  ten  Shillings  and  Six-pence,  which 
"  was  all  the  Cofts  he  was  at,  to  his  Friend  Ham' 
*'  mond  at  Tork!^ 

This   plain   Narration  of  Fiift   from   an  honcft 
Man,  is  made  the  Subjedl  of  fome  fmart  Remarks  of 
the  Examiner,  who  pag,  85.  Ci\a  "VJWv&fc^o- 
C  ASS     XIV.  '  ^1   t«T^ 
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"  kers  ot^trvcm  this  Note^  that  the  Parfon  after  jhme 
"  ^im  dropt  bit  Proceedings  in  the  Ecclcfiaftical 
»*  Court,  isaflertinginothcr  Words,  ihzihccarriedon 
*'  his  Proceedings  in  the  Ecclcfiaftical  Court  for  Jhme 
"  'Time.  Every  one  who  reads  thofe  Words  muft 
"  fo  undcrftand  them,  and  they  leem  chofen  to  be 
**  fo  nnderftood."  To  which  he  might  have  added, 
that  they  ought  fo  to  be  nndcrftood.  But  he  objcdts 
that  "  no  Footfieps  of  lucb  a  Caufc  appear  in  the 
*'  Court-Books,  and  Timothy  Towle  owns,  that  he 
y  was  not  fo  much  as  fcrvcd  with  a  Citation."  'Tis 
poffible  that  the  Examiner's  faying,  No  Footfieps  of 
fuch  a  Caufe  appear  in  tJx  Court-Books,  may  be  but 
a  little  Evafion  grounded  upon  what  himfeU  has  be- 
fore told  US)  pag.  65.  66.  "  that  Prefent?nents  made 
**  for  not  paying  the  Minifter  his  Dues,  are  gene- 
*•  rally  figncd  by  the  Churchwardens  only  without 
*'.  the  Minifter ;"  under  which  Difguife  the  Caufe 
may  not  appear  to  be  as  it  really  was.  As  to  Ti- 
mothy Tmcfe%  owning  *'  that  he  was  not  fo  much  as 
*'  fervcd  with  a  Citation^'  'tis  well  known,  thai  in- 
ftead  of  a  Perfonal  Citation^  there  is  a  Method  of 
publiihing  a  Citation  in  the  Parip3-Church  fo  called, 
■where  the  Party  is  not  prefent,  and  of  which  he  can 
*'  know  nothing  but  by  hearlay  ;"  and  the  Return 
of  Such  Publication  is  taken  by  Ecclejiaftical  "Jufiice 
as  a  proper  Service  of  fuch  Citation^  and  by  that 
Means  a  Man  may  be  returned,  drawn  into  a  Con- 
tempt,and  even  Excommunicated  without  "knowing 
"  any  thing  of  it  but  by  hearlay,"  but  Timothy  Tow/e 
happening  to  hear  of  the  Citation,  fent  to  his  Friend 
Hammond  at  Tork^  in  order  to  prevent  the  private 
carrying  on  jb  righteous  a  Proceji  j    ar.d  foon  after 

Case   "XIV,  received 


received  from  his  iaid  Friend  An  *  Anfwer,  as  in* 
ferted  in  the  Margin^  ihewing  the  Return  oftbeCi* 
tation^  and  the  Appearance  of  a  Prodtor  in  his  Be- 
half i  which  Appearance  kcjft  him  out  of  the  'trap 
that  was  fet  for  him,  till  the  Parfon  thought  fit  to 
alter  his  Meafures,  and  as  om'c  Note  iays,  "took 
**  his  Demand  by  Juftices  Warrant/' 

Case     XIV.  Q^  the 


*  £y/r.'i,3o/i»Lrtter/rtfm  Thomas  Hammond  direSled 
to  Hugli  Tfavile  at  bis  Houfe  in  Bridliflgtoti  Kej. 

York  thezoiboftbi^tbMonlb  171?. 

Loving  Friend,  ilu^b  Travifi, 

*'  This  comes  to  dcfire  thee  to  acquiiht  Timslhy  Towji 
"  that  liii  bad  Ncighboilr  the  Prieft  hacii  m:idc  a  Return 
■*'  ofWisCii/ttlen,    and  Cbarhs  Claphsm  the  Prodtor  hath 

•'  given  for  ftmglby  an  Appearance  to  k-^ • 

*■  I  ihall  take  what  care  I  can  ot  the  Matter.  So 
"  this  is  what  at  preterit  I  have  to  write,  fave  true  Love 
*'  totli'-cand  tamily,  and  Friends  there,  from  thy  Lov> 
.  *'  ing  Friend 

nomdi  Hammond, 

thefaid  Letter  is  ifihrftA  icHb  Ibe  fianA  uriiing  of  1^- 
■  mothy  Towte,  and  froveH  to  have  been  ivrtlienby  ibffaid 
Thomas  Hammond  bim/cif  hy  ibe /ellowtng  Certificate^ 

"  I  am  farisfied  the  above  Letter  to  Hti?^b  frnvijty 
"  conCi-rning  'timothy  "-towfi  being  fiicJ  by  Jiis  Ncighbouf 
»'  the  Priell:,  is  my  Fathers  own  Hahd-writing:  And  I 
"  btlicvc  any  Mon-y  whith  was  ftnt  to  him  on  Account 
"  of  this  Suit  w.is  duly  paid  to  the  Ufc  it  was  lent  tol-, 
''  and  any  who  knew  him  and  his  Converradon  cannot 
*'  bi-'licve  othcrwilci 

Tork  id  oftlij^d  Month  174!  "Itomas  iWnmTina. 
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The  Return  of  this  Citation,  and  the  Prodlor*S 
Appearance  thereto,  compared  with  the  Examiner's 
Jccount  from  the  Ecclejiajiical  Court,  that  "  there 
"  are  no  Footfteps  of  any  fiich  Caufc  begun,"  fhews 
the  ExrfwmfT  to  be  miftakcn,  in  aflerting.  pag.  15. 
that  "  m  the  Ecclejiaftical  Court  at  Tork,  it  is  the 
•'  conftant  Prafticc  to  make  a  Minute  in  the  Court- 
"  Book  of  every  Citation  to  which  a  Return  is  made, 
"  tho'  the  Caufc  proceed  no  farther." 

The  Examiner  upon  this  Cafe,  pag.  86,  exults, 
but  without  Reajon  or  'Trub,  iaying,  "  How  gentle 
'*  and  inoffcnfive  a  Meaning  does  the  Term  Pro- 
,"  ficutim  here  convey,  when  even  the  Perfon  faid 
"  to  be  projecuted  knew  nothing  of  it,  and  felt 
'*  nothing  from  it,  but  by  heariay" !  This  is  not 
true,  bccaufe  the  Perfon  profccuted  did  really  feel 
theExpence  of  los.  6d.  paid  to  a  Prodor,  and  not 
"  kept  by  Friend  Hammond,"  as  the  Examiner 
would  meanly  infinuatc.  Twas  therefore  not 
"  merely  becaufe  he  heard  of  this  Profecution," 
that  he  knew  it.  It  was  expenfivc,  and  in  the 
*'  tme  Nature"  of  it  as  real,  and  as  regular  a  Profc- 
cution  "  as  if  it  had  been  attended  with  a  ten  Years 
"  Imprifonmcnt."  It  was  attended  likewifc  with 
this  Circumftance,  that  it  was  not  owing  to  the 
Profccutor's  Lenity,  that  he  had  any  Opportunity 
of  appearing  in  Court  by  his  ProBor  ;  And  we 
need  not  inform  the  Examiner  what  would  proba- 
bly have  been  the  Confequence  o( hh  Non-appearance, 
viz.  Excommunication,  and  Impri/onment,  and  per- 
haps the  Death  of  an  inoffeniive  honeft  Confcicn- 
tiousMan.  This  hath  too  often  happened,  to  the 
juft  Reproach  of  the  Authors  and  Inftrumcntsoffuch 
Cruelty  and  Oppreflion.  But,  with  the  Examiner, 
thcih  things  arc  Tribes :  "  Ui8»  /«)■*  be,  difficult  to 
Case     XIV.        "  ■^\«&lw^ 
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**  prefcrve  an  Air  of  Scriouihels  in  going  thro* 
"  fuch  trifiing  Allegations."  By  this  Levity  of 
ExprelHon  he  attempts  to  amufe  the  unwary  Reader^ 
and  to  divert  his  Attention  from  an  Affidr  of  the  ut- 
moft  Importance  to  the  Lives  and  Liberties  of  his 
Fellow  Subjeds.  But  Men  of  Solidity  and  Judg- 
ment may  perhaps  think,  that  the  CbaraSer  of  a 
Perfon,  who  cxercifes  Scorn  and  Ridicula  in  Matters 
of  fo  ferious  a  Concern,  is  juftly  defcribed,  Prov.  xxvi. 
18,  19.  Asa  Mad-man  -who  cajtetb  Firebrandsy  Ar- 
rows and  Death  :  So  is  be  that  deceiveti  his  Neigh- 
hour,  and  faith ^  am  not  I  in  Sport? 

CASE    XV. 

Pag.  168.  [  F  ]  1720.  Joseph  Simpson  of  Har- 
difty-HiUm  the  Parifh  of  Fewfton^  m  the  Foreft  of 
Knarejhorougbt  was  profecuted  in  the  Exchequer  for 
fmall  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  Samuel  Smithjdn  Tithe- 
farmer^  under  ffiiliam  Carmult  Parfon. 

To  which  this  Note  [  F  ]  is  fubjoined. 

yofeph  Simp/on  was  *  committed  to  Tork  Caftle 
on  the  6th  of  November  1720,  and  difcharged  thence 
on  the  3d  of  the  Month  called  May  lyzz,  having 
been  a  Prifbner  above  18  Months. 

Case     XV.  Q^2  Upon 

*  ACopj  oj  bis  Commicmcnt. 

Jofepbus SitHp/on,  Ad  refpindend  Dno.  Rtgide  divers, 
Trns.  contempt,  ct  OfFcns.  per  Ipfum  n-ip.  h€t.  &  p'rpc- 
trat.  coram  Baronibus  dc  Scrn.  n-rio  die  N-.venibris 
prox.  futur.  Dat.  5'  dicNvVembris  AnniDni.  1720. 

Vera  Copia  Exa.  pr. 
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Upon  this  Cafc  we  hare,  what  the  Examiner^ 
Mg.  87,  calls  "  the  Anfwer  of  the  Re-:^>e!id  Mr. 
**  Smith  a  Neighbouring  C/tfr^Wdw,"  wiio  gives  a 
Relation  of  the  fame  Procedure  and  Imprifonment, 
but  in  more  Words:  He  tells  us,  that  "  Satnuel 
*'  Smith/on  had  by  right  of  Impropriation  an  equal 
"  fhare  in  the  Tithes  of  the  whole  Pa:  iih  with  the 
Vicar,"    and   that  "  Mr.  Carmuk   bcin^   an  Indo- 

'*  lent  Man let  his  Share  to  S'nidjon.     That 

"  Smitbfin  had  the  whole  Management  in  his 
"  Hands"  And  that  he,  "  one  Day,  happening  to 
"  meet  with  Simpjbn  at  Otiey  in  the  Prefence  of  an 
"  Attorney^  faid.  Simp/in,  if  thou  doft  not  order 
"  thofe  Small  ^itkei  to  be  paid  I  will  give  Orders  to 
**  Mr.  Lakan^  Tthat  was  the  Attorney's  Name)  to 
"  fue  thee  for  tnem,    and  accordingly  he  did    fo. 

**  The  Attorney  filed  a  Bill and  the  Proccedinge 

"  being  begun,  he  (Smithjon)  would  not  counter- 
"  mand  them."  That  "  Simpfon  was  obJiinatc,  and 
"  would  neither  pay  the  Money  himfelf,  nor  cn- 
*'  courage  any  other  Perfoi>  to  do  it  for  him.  So 
"  he  was  taken  up  upon  an  Attachment  and  cani- 
"  edto  York  Caftle"  Here's  the  fame  Matter  related 
more  largely  j  nor  docs  the  Anfwerer  fo  much  as 
pretend  citherthat  the  Claim  was  not  recoverable  by 
the  Ai^s  of  7  and  8  oiW.  3.  or  that  the  Plaintiff 
made  any  Application  to  the  Juftlccs  in  order  to 
fuch  Recovery.  He  tells  us  indeed,  that  the  Pro- 
fecutor,  when  Shnpjon  was  jn  Piifon,  "  was  not 
"  deaf  to  any  Offers  that  could  be  made  for  his 
"  Relcafe.''  Nor  did  we  fay  he  was.  That  '*  du- 
"  ring  the  Time  of  his  Confinement,  he  (the  Profe- 
"  cutor)  cxprcffcd  a  great  Uneafinefs,  that  he  had 

"  been   the    Occafion  of  his  Commitment" and 

"  at  lafl  confcntcd  not  only  to  iofc  the  Tithes  fped 
■     Case     XY,  ^1  W. 
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"  for,  but  alfo  fuch  as  had  accrued  during  his  Impri- 
"  fonmcnt,  and  what  was  more,. contributed  forty 
"  Shillingi  .towards  his  Releafc."  A  fine  Glofs  ! 
Which  in  Reality  amounts  to  no  more  than  this, 
that  the  Profecutor,  after  about  1 8  IVIonths,  did 
confent  to  let  Simpfon  out  of  Prifon  upon  fomc 
Bodies  payment  of  all  his  Law-Charges,  except  for- 
ty Shillings,  which  he  abated,  and  more  than  which 
probably  would  have  been  abated  had  thofe  Charges 
at  Law  been  fubmitted  to  a  Taxation.  Thus  the 
Profecutor's  extorting  from  Zimpfbn  or  his  Friends 
thro'  a  tedious  Tmprijonment  a  Sum  of  Money  toward 
hiS  Charges  of  an  unneceflary  Profecution,  is  call'd 
by  the  Anjwerer^  a  Contributing  to^va^d  his  Relcaft 

"  Smithfon,  it  jceim^  applied  to  the  Juftices  of 
*'  Pi'djrf  for  the  Tithes  that  became  due  afterwards" 
which  ilicws,  that  when  he  grew  better,  he  ceafcd 
from  fuch  Profecutions.  "  And,  fays  the  Anfwerer, 
"  (for  as  much  as  I  can  hear,)  they  both  continued 
'*  Friends  and  good  Neighbours  ever  after,"  which 
implies  that  iS//w;5^«  was  as  ready  to  forgive  an  in- 
jurious Profecution,  as  Smithfon  to  repent  of  it. 

Upon  the  whole,  the  Relation  ol  this  Profecution, 
t^  it  ftands  in  the  Brief  Account,  and  the  Narrati've 
of  the  fame  given  by  this  Clergyman,  differ  in  this  \ 
that  tht  former  is  an  Impartial  Relation  of  the  Fadt 
done  without  Comment  or  Reflexion  ;  the  latter  is 
a  partial  Narrative  of  the  very  fame  Fadt,  calculated 
in  Favour  of  the  Profecutor. 

The  Examiner  remarks  upon  this  CaJe,  that  it 
*'  affords  us  a  raoft  flagrant  Inftance  to  what  Degree 
•'  9  te/iJer  compqfionate  Man  may  be  exhibited  to 
*'  the  World  as  a  cruel  unrelenting  Profecutor," 

But  he  might  have  confidertd  that  in  the  bc{!;in- 
jiing  of  this  Profecution,  (he  Prol^cuta:  \SQN-iA^^v> 
Case     XV,  Vas^ 
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have  been  fo  fiir  from  Relenting,  that  "  tho  Pro- 
**  ceedings  being  begun  he  would  not  countermand 
"  them,"  Tis  probable,  that  having  occafioned  the 
Imprifonmcat  of  his  boTuft  and  innocent  Neighbour, 
without  recovering  his  Claim  i  he  might  grow  un- 
eafy.  and  repent,  at  leaft  of  the  Charge,  of  fuch  a 
Proce&r  But  his  coatinuiog  the  Man  in  Prifon 
about  ci^teen  Months,  ihews  that  his  uneajlneji  vi^as 
not  infupportabk. 

We  concealed  nothing  in  this  Caje  }  nor  can  we 
perceive,  that  either  uie  CUrgymans  jin^tr,  the 
Account  from  the  Exchequer^  or  the  Remarks  of 
the  Examiner^  have  in  any  wife  leflen'd  the  Force 
C^it. 


CASE    XVI, 


I^g.  168.  1722.  Godfrey  Newbold,  John 
Haslam,  Michael  Milner  and  Joseph  Grat- 
Tos,  were  profecuted  in  the  Ecchjiajiical  Court  at 
the  Suit  of  Francis  Lociier  Farfon  of  Hanjwortb^ 
for  Demands  of  not  above  izd  per  Annum  eac^ 
for  Oblations  and  imall  Tithes. 


To  this  the  Examiner  iiibjoins,  what  he  calls 
"  the  Anfwcr  of  the  Reverend  Dr.  Lockiery  late 
"  Dean  o^ Peterborough"  who  lays  "  Mr.  WooJ- 
"  yerCy  my  Curate,  unknown  tome,  did  carry  on  a 
"  Profecution  againft  thofe  four  fakers  in  the 
"  Ecclefiaftical  Court  in  1722."  This  proves,  that 
'twas  carried  on  at  his  Suit,  tho'  without  his  Know- 
7edgc.    The  i^r's  Oirate,  it  feems,  took  a  Liberty, 
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hot  ufually  taken  by  other  Mens  Scrvanti,  and  n© 
doubt  fcprovable  in  his :  Yet  lb  kind  and  fiivOurable. 
was  the  Dr.  as  not  only  to  forgive,  but  even  to  ei- 
cuft  his  faulty  Curate,  by  alledging,  what  we  may 
well  fiippofe,  the  Curate  had  told  him,  that  it  wais 
"  not  till  after  Application  had  been  made  to  two 
*'  Juftices  of  the  Peace,"  before  whom  "  thele 
"  four  fakers  were  fummoned  to  appear  :  Rit 
"  giving  in  a  lalfe  Account  of  their  Tithes,  and  Tt- 
"  fufing  to  fubmit  to  the  Determination  of  the  JuC- 
"  tices  prcfent,  according  to  Mr.  Woodyere\  De- 
"  mand,  high  Words  arofc  ;  and  thefe  four  fakers 
*'  Bfed  fcurrilous  and  abufive  Language  to  Mr, 
"  JVoodyere^  which  provoked  him  for  this  once  only 
"  to  take  the  Method  complained  of."  All  this  'tig 
very  probable  the  Curate  might  tell  the  Dr.  to  make 
him  think,  that  he  had  fummon'd  the  fakers  be- 
fore the  Juftices  for  the  Demand  mentioned  in  this 
Profccution,  and  that  the  Juftices  Determination  was 
prevented  by  the  fakers  rcfufing  to  fubmit :  But  if 
the  Curate  did  fo,  he  impos'd  upon  the  Dr.  a  ftllact- 
ous  Story ;  for,  upon  Enc^iry  it  appears,  that  the  De- 
mand for  which  he  fummond  them  before  the  Juftices 
w«s  for  a  former  Year,  which  they  did  determine  ; 
and  upon  that  Determination  a  Warrant  of  D/ftreft 
was  imied  ;  but  when  the  Officer  came  to  execute  the 
Warrant,  the  fakers  obferved  that  the  Sums  thcreih 
mentioned  and  written  in  Figures  were  larger  than 
what  the  Juftices  had  determined :  Whether  the  Cu~ 
rate  had  contTived.  this  Variation  they  could  not  fey  : 
However,  they  acquainted  one  of  the  Juftices  of  it, 
who  examining  hi&Notes,  found  it  tobe  as  they  obfer- 
ved :  And  thereupon  called  in  that  Warrant,  and  Iflucd 
a  frefti  one,  inferting  the  real  Sun" s,  in  Words  at 
length  ;  which  the  Officer  cxcculeOi  \)'^  tn2^jCYW^'Cm& 
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'  Dlftrels  accordingly.  This  Alteration  of  the  War* 
rant  nettled  the  Curate  as  much  as  if  he  had  been 
concerned  in  the  Variation  of  the  Sums  complaioed 
-of:  Whereupon  he  ufed  fuch  "  high  Words  and 
"  abuiive  Language"  as  ihewcd  him  to  be  what  the 
Dr.  iays  he  was,  an  bafty  Man.  Some  Time  after 
this,  the  Curate  profccutcd  the  fame  Perfons,  (with*- 
out  fummoning  them  at  all  before  the  Juftices)  in 
the  Ecclejajiical  Courts  as  mentioned  in  the  prcfeut 
Cafe, 

"  There  were,  iays  the  Dr.  at  the  fame  Time, 
■"  in  my  Parilh,  fcmr  or  five  other  Families  of  j9««- 
**  kers,  more  honeft,  I  fuppofe,  and  lefs  Contenti- 
**  ouSy  who  quietly  fubmitted  to  the  Determination 
•*  of  the  Juftices,  and  with  whom  MT.JVoodyert 
■  "  never  took  any  other  Method  of  recovering  his 
"  Dues  than  by  a  Warrant." 

Whence,    we  may  juftly  fuppoie,    that  this  Pro^ 
■fecution  was  purely  to  avenge  himfelf  on  thefe  Four^ 
for  not  admitting  the  aforefald  Alteration  of  what  . 
the  Juftices  (in  their  former  Cafe)  had  determined. 

The  Dr.  proceeds,  **  After  I  was  informed  of 
*'  this  Profccution  in  the  Spirituai  Court,  and- en- 
**  joined  Mr.  IVoodyere  never  to  take  thisCou^fe 
•'  with  the  fakers,  for  the  fiiture,  he  always  con- 
••  tented  himfelf  with  what  he  could  get  the  other 
**  Way."  Had  we  before  known  of  the  Z)r.'s  In- 
junction we  fliould  have  inferted  it  in  our  Account, 
.as  in  fome  other  like  Cafes  we  have  done  :  But  our 
JgtKratice  of  what  pafs'd  between  the  Dr.  and  his 
Oirate  may  acquit  us  of  any  "  Equivocation  as  to  ' 
•'  the  real  Profccutor."  And  as  to  the  Sum,  it  ap- 
pears, that  the  Dr.'s  charging  us  with  a  notorious 
Falftjoody  with  refped  to  the  Sum,  proceeds  from 
his  Curates  mJfleading  him,  for  tho'  in  the  former 
Case    XYI.  Profccution 
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Profecution  before  the  Jufticcs  the  Sums  did  amount 
to  more  than  iid.per  Annum  each,  yet  in  thisPro- 
fecution  in  the  Ecckf.ajiical  Court,  we  are  wtll'  ia- 
tisficd  they  did  not :  And  as  to  Grafton's  quitting 
his  Farm  that  Year,  we  are  informed,  that  jofepb 
Gratton  never  had  any  Farm  in  Hanj'worth  Parifh; 

We  come  now  to  the- Ex.i mi fier's  Remarks,  wniJ 
ikys,-  "  Nothing  heightens  the  lujhJJice  of  a  'wrong 
"  Chflrge  more,  than  the  Screening  it  under  a  par- 
"  ^w/Reprefentation  of  the  Tioith."  We  allow  it: 
But  what's  that  to  us,  who  were  only  concerned  in 
the  Ju^ice  of  z  right  Charge,  and  unimpartiul  Re- 
prefentation  of  what  we  knew.  Could  xht  ^inkers, 
when  cited  to  appear  at  the  Suit  of  Dr.  Lockier, 
poflibly  know  what  Freedoms  the  Curate  took  with 
his  Mailer's  Name?  Muft  the  Boldnefs  of  the  Dr.'s 
Servant  be  imputed  to  the  ^taiers  as  Ingratitude,  in 
Return  for  his  continued  Kindnefs  to  them  ?  Wlilch 
Kindnejs  the  real  'truth  of  our  Caje  gave  him  an  Op* 
portimity  to  Ihew. 

The  £:ea/n/wr  farther  fays,  that  "Sri  Reality, 
* '  the  Perfons  profecuted  had  before  refujed  to  fubmit 
*'  to  the  l)i'/('rm/wrt//on  of  two  Jufticcs :  "  This  wc 
have  before  (Kewn  to  be  a  grofs  Miftakc,  and  that  it 
Was  the  Parfon's  not  belngcontent  with  the  Determi- 
nation, in  the  former  Oife,  not  only  fubmitted  td, 
but  really  executed,  which  induced  him  to  this  Pro- 
fecution  in  the  prefcnt  Cafe,  iii  which  they  were  not 
at  all  fummon'd  before  the  Juftices,  and  confcquentlv 
could  not  "  refiife  to  fubhiit  to  their  Determination." 
But  tlie  Examination  abounds  in  fuch  equivocal  Im- 
pofitions  upon  the  Reader.  "  It  is  the  Stile,  and 
*'  fuits  the  Purpoje  of  it ; "  wliich  is  to  cover  its 
Author's  Defcdt  of  Reiif.n  by  Art  and  Stratagem  ; 
and  to  deceive  thole  whom  he  can\  csn^jisce. 

Case     XVI  B.  C  K^^ 
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CASE    XVH. 

Pag.  1 68,  169.  [G]  1722.  George  Dawson 
of  Marton  in  the  fP'^-riding,  was  profccuted  in  the 
EccUJiaJiical  Ccfoxt  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  James 
Allijon  Vicar  of  Thornton. 

To  which  this  Note  [  G  ]  is  fubjoincd. 

George  Dawjon  was  committed  to  Prifon  on  the 
ift  of  the  Month  called  May  1724,  by  Warrant 
from  Jufticcsof  the  Peace,  grounded  on  <xCirtificate 
from  the  Ecclejiajiical  Courty  and  continued  Prifoner 
above  a  Year,  for  a  Demand  of  131.  ^d. 

Upon  this  the  Examiner  produces  "  The  Anfwer 
"  of  the  Reverend  Mr. 'RAchs.xdioWj  the  prefent  RcBor 
"  o/Thornton,"  who  obfervcs,  that  "  Mr.  Allenfbn 
"  (not  Allifcn)  was  Twenty-two  Tears  Reffor  of 
*'  Thornton,"  that  "  he  was  in  his  Temper,  parti- 
**  cularly  averfe  to  going  to  Law  ;  and  during  his 
"  whole  Incumbency,  never  fucd  any  one  Perfon, 
"  but  this  Complainant : "  This  then  was  the  only 
Suit  of  his  carrying  on  :  \i  that  he  a  Prccf  oi  \m 
Feaceablenefs^  it  muft  be  equally  a  Frcof  of  the 
fakers  Juftice,  who  never  charg'd  him  with  any 
other. 

The  Reftor  next  tells  us,  that  '*  George  Daie/on, 
*'  the  Perfon  profecuted,  was  remarkable  for  an  al- 
*'  moft  unexampled  Obftinacy,  and  a  general  rude 
"  Behaviour  on  all  Occafions,  towards  Mr.  A/len- 
*'  fin,  often  accompanied  with  ill  Language."  In 
this  we  think  the  Reitor  has  taken  up  a  Reproach 
againft  his  Neighbour  \  Vi  ■wfc  is!s.Kcd.  toe  ^roof  of  it. 
Case    XVll.  ^ 
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he  anfwers,  "  Some  of  his  ParUhioners  inform  him 
"  fo  i  "  and  to  fecure  them  from  being  enquir'd 
of,  tells  not  who  they  are.  We,  on  the  contrary 
fay,  that  George  Daw/on  was,  and  is,  an  hon^ 
Chrijiian  M^n,  of  an  exemplary  Life  and  Converia- 
tion,  of  a  peaceable  DKpoCn'ion,  and  ready  to  oblige 
with  kind  Offices  both  the  Prieft,  and  all  other  of 
his  Neighbours;  This,  the  general  Voice  of  the 
Neighbourhood  will  confirm.  The  *  Certificate  in 
the  Margin  will  fufiicicntly  confiitc  the  namelefi  Ca- 
lumny publKh'd  by  the  Redtor,  which  whoever  in- 
vented, himfelf  and  the  Examiner  have  been  too 
forward  in  receiving  unthreading. 

The  Reftor  adds,  that  "  his  (Allenfon%)  Demands 

**  were  certainly  for  more  than  40J."  which  yet  he 

Case     XVII.  R2  has 

*  Wiiercas,  inaceriain  Pamphlet  lately  printed,  it  is 
ajjertedj  that  George  D.iwfon  of  Marton  bath  been  "  re- 
•*  miT\i:i\i\z"  for  a  Perfon  guilty  of '''■  zt\  almoft  uncxam- 
•'  pled  Obftinacy,  and  a  general  rude  Behaviour,**  tfien 
*'  accompanied  with  ill  Language." 

"  Now,  we,  fomc  of  the  principal  Inhabitants  of  the 
"  aforefaid  Place,  whofe  Names  are  hereunto  Aibfcribcd, 
■  "  do  certify,  that  George  Dawfon,  who  harh  been  an  In- 
*'  habitant  in  Marton  Parifh  for  the  Space  of  Twenty 
**  five  Years  laft  pad,  hath  not  been  a  Perfon  guilty  of 
"  bad  Manners,  Obftinacy,  or  ill  Language :  But,  on  the 
•*  contrary,  hath  lived  peaceably  amongft  us,  and  hath 
**  not,  to  our  Knowledge,  been  the  Ciufe  of  any  Di- 
*'  fturbance  all  this  Time.     As  witncis  our  Hands, 
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.  Iia?  not  made  appear,  but  feys,  "  as  Mr.  Alienpn 
"  was  not  much  convcriant  in  the  Statute-hooky  he 
**  might  eafily  piiftakc  the  7  and  8  of  W.  3.  Chap. 
**  6.  for  the  j^/<2(f^n  Ad  of  the  lame  Year,  and  \q 
"  think  that  his  Demands  were  not  cognizable  by 
f  the  Jufticcs."  This  is  a  •weak  and  improbable 
Excufe;  for,  the  Account  from  the  Ecclcjiaftic^l 
Court  begins  thus,  "The  Libel  in  this  Caufe  was 
"  upon  the  Statute  of  Edw.  6."  Docs  not  the  Par- 
fon's  Knowledge  of  the  old  Statute  of  Edw.  6.  (bevf 
his  being  converfant  v/kh  the  Statute-book,  as  much 
as  his  Knowledge  of  the  ^(Zit^rj  late  Aft  could  have 
done  r  JJut  fuch  little  Shifts  and  Subterfuges  as  thcfe 
the  Examiner  is  reduc'd  to  the  Neceflityof  ufing. 

The  Account  alfo  (hews,  that  'twas  by  "  the 
f*  Hiort  Method  of  a  Certificate  to  the  Juftices  of  the 
"  Peace,  and  by  their  Warrant,  Davjon  was  taken 
*'  up  andimpriibned." 

What  a  peculiar  Favour  was. this!  The  Parfon 

was  fo  kind  as  to  fend  Iiis  Neighbour  to  Goal  by  the 

moft   expeditious,  and  to   himfclf  leaft  cxpcnfivc, 

^  Method,  though  he  might  have  recover'd  his  Claim 

without  fending  him  thither  at  all. 

The  pretended  Account  from  the  Kcchp.ajiical 
Court  goes  on  relating  that,  which  in  all  probability 
the  iSwori/jthercfpeaknot  a  Word  of,  ^liz.  "There 
"  happened  an  Error  in  drawing  up  the  Certijicatc, 
"  by  infcrting  27  H.  8,  which  provides  for  Ccn/cw^/j 
*'  incurred  be/cre  Sentence,  inllead  of  the  32  H.  8. 
"  which  gives  the  very  laine  Remedy  for  Ccntempts 
"  after  Sentence,  ir/:icb  were  not  provided  for  by 
"  ihejirfi  Statute.  And  that  was  the  prefent  Cafe. 
"  The  Proceedings  were  fent  to  Town  and  laid  be- 
"  fore  Council,  and  this  Miftake  was  foon  difco- 
"  vcred.  -And  upon  AY^Ucatioa  made  to  the  Ju- 
Case    XVU.  ■       .    "'^v^^x 
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"  fticcs,  by  whofe  Warrant  the  Man  was  commit-. 
*'  ted,  he  was  immediately  difcharged." 

This  Part  of  the  Cafe  is  related  with  luch  a  foft 
*turn  of  Expreffion,  as  would  almoft  infinuate  that 
the  Dilcovery  of  this  Error,  and  the  Difcharge  of 
the  Man,  were  owing  to  the  Lenity  of  the  EcdeR- 
aftical  Courtp  or  of  the  Projecutor,  But  that  the 
Reader  be  not  milled  in  the  Af&ir,  we  Ihall  ftatc 
the  Matter  as  it  really  was. 

The  Ecclejiajiical  Court  having  proceeded  upoa 
the  Statute  of  Edw.  6.  and  given  Sentence  thereupon 
for  *  Double  the  Value  of  the  Tithes ;  'twas  the 
Opinion  of  Learned  Council,  that  '*  no  Ccrtifi- 
"  cute  ought  to  have  been  made  by  the  Judge  of  the 
'*  Ecckjiajlica}  Court  in  this  Cafe,  nor  fliould  the 
"  two  Jufticcs  of  Peace  have  granted  any  Warrant, 
*'  and  that  both  the  Warrant  and  Certificate  were 
"  illegally  granted,  and  .that  whoever  figned  fuch 
*'  Certificate,  was  liable  to  an  Aiftion  of  the  Cafe 
^'  for  fuch  unjuftitkble  granting  fuch  Certificate, 
"  and  that  if  Proof  could  be  made,  that  fuch  Certi- 
"  ficate  was  delivered  to  them  for  the  double  Value, 
"  and  not  for  the  fingle,  then  the  Jufticcs  of  the 
*'  Peace  hud  adled  without  Authority,  had  exceeded 
"  their  Authorkyj  and  would  be  liable  to  an  Adton 
"  for  fuch  Warrant  granted  by  them."  The  Coun- 
cil's Opinion  being  (bown  to  the  Juftices,  and  a 
Writ  oi  Habeas  Corpus  taken  out  to  removt;  the  Pri- 
C  A  s  E     VII.  foner 


■*  Tbii  Sifiovers  the  Emjtinffs  of  the  Ex;imJner*j  fretenee, 
that  ibeCcuri  "  we/il  ia  Sentence  en  ihfQnAliCT'i  An- 
*^  fwer;  taking  both  ike  Sluaniit-j  and  Price  of  th^^ithe  at 
•*  his  own  Valuation  :"•  tor  the  Tithe,  notivilhjl ending  bis 
Pretenfions,  could  amount,  according  /«  (fee  'JufinTnttii  f>\ 
the  Court,    hut  to    i8j.    %d..    Since  tbe   dowV-e  Va\ue  1« 
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&ner  to  London^  they,  upon  Confideration  thereof, 
being  fenfibic  of  their  Error,  and  the  wrong  ImprU 
ibnmcnt  of  the  Man,  granted  their  Warrant  for  his 
Difchaigc :  One  of  them  defired  from  him  an  In- 
demnify or  Releafe,  left  he  Ihould  take  any  Advan^ 
tage  againfl:  them  for  fuch  his  Imprifonment :  But 
though  he  did  not  fign  any  fiich  Releafe,  being  fen- 
fibic of  the  Advantages  he  had,  both  againft  the 
yufiicfszndthcGranter  of  the  Certificate,  yet  he 
pat  up  the  Injuiy  with  patience,  avenged  not  him- 
lelf,  but  freely  forgave  thoic  who  had  wrong'd  him. 
By  which  ConduA  he  difcovered,  not  as  the  prcfent 
Ilc£h>r  has  reported,  "  an  ahnoft  unexampled  Ob- 
"  ftinacy,"  but  the  exemplary  Meekncls  and  For- 
givene^  of  a  Chriftian  Sufferer  i  not  "  a  general 
"  rude  Behaviour,"  but  a  mild  and  gentle  Dilpofi- 
tioo,  under  a  very  great  Provocation,  and  an  Op- 
portunity of  making  legal  *  ^eprizah. 
■  ^    Case    XVn.  The 


*  T^  Manner  of  G.  Dawfon'j  Difibarge  is  related  by  bis 
FrUnds^  who  applied  to  the  Jujlices  en  bis  behalf,  in  the 
foUeuing  Werdi. 

»•  We  having  receiv'd  Serjeant  tf^iiaker's  Opinion  on  hij 
**  Cafe  and  a  Writ  of  Habeas  Corpus  to  remove  the  Pri- 
••  foner  to  London,  went  firft  to  Henr-j  H^ickbam  and  Ricb- 
•*  ard  Bratbwaite  the  twojuftices  who  committed  him, 
*'  and  (hewed  them  the  faid  Council's  Thoughts,  and 
*•  told  em,  if  they  would  rcIcafe  him,  it  might  favc  the 
•'  Prifoner  and  themfelves  from  farther  Trouble  and 
••  Charge  :  The  firft  named  Juftice  Henry  U^ckbam  was 
"  very  defirous  to  comply,  and  was  olFended  with  the 
«'  other  about  it,  who  was  then  alfo  a  Proftor  in  the 
"  Eccleftajiieal  Court,  and  told  him,  the  poor  Man  and 
«•  iiis  Family  had  taff«t'li«»  rouch  already,  and  that 

'-''  V-s. 
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The  Examiner  remarks,  pag.  95,  that  "  the 
"  Shakers  ftile  Mr.  Allmjon  Vicar,  who  was  Reftor 
"  of  'Thornton"  which  was  but  a  Miftalce  without 
DeJigHt  or  any  fuch  Reafon  as  he  would  fuggeft. 
The  Demand  fpecificd  we  ftill  believe  to  be  right, 
and  that  Z)jw/ij«*8  Refufal  of  paying  i-^i.^d-wat 
the  original  Caufc  of  the  whole  Procefs.  For  as  to 
the  Pretence,  of  "  Daiajdns  confeffing  in  his  An- 
"  fwer  four  Years  Tithe-hay  due  ;  "  he  aflerts,  that 
'twas  cuftomary  for  the  whole  Farm,  of  which  he 
held  but  Part,  to  pay  6d  per  Annum  as  a  Modus  for 
Tithe-hay,  of  which  his  Part  came  but  to  Two- 
pence halfpenny /er  ^snum,  which  had  been  paid 
to  the  Pricft  by  the  Occupier  of  the  other  Part ;  lb 
that  there  was  neither  7ith€-bay  nor  Modus  due  from 
Dawjon  when  the  Suit  commenced.  If  Da-wjon  did 
"  confefs,  that  in  1722  he  had  180  Stooks  of  Oats, 
*'  and  valued  the  fame  at  %d  per  Stook,"  he  did  not 
therein  "  fink  the  Value  of  them,"  (for  the  Parfon's 
Case     XVIII.  own 

*«  he  would  never  more  dance  after  thofc  Courts.  How- 
*'  ever  wc  wailed  on  'cm  again,  and  Richard  Bratbwaite 
** -was  then  willing  alio  to  releafe  him,  provide  J  we 
"  would  procure  our  Friend  ro  indemnify  their,  or  if 
«'  we  would  promife  no  Advantage  fhould  be  taken  fi»r 
*'  Errors  in  proceeding.  Wc  told  him  No,  (for  the  other 
*'  Juftice  was  willing  without  Terms)  they  Ihould  leave 
«*  thatintirety  with  us,  for  our  peaceable  Principl;  which 
**  led  us  to  fuffer,  obliged  us  not  to  feck  Kevcnge,  and 
*'  we  rcferr'd  them  to  the  known  Praftice  of  Friends  m 
•*  that  Refptft,  but  faid,  /Is  the  Cnurt  and  fou  bavedone 
*'  wrong,  we /hall  not  viUlifigly  take  Advantage  d^ainft 
«  you,  unl'-fs  Priejl  AW'rnfon'j  farther  Proceedings  make  it 
•'  necejfary^  or  to  this  EfFcft. 

Tork  2qth  3d  Mo.  1 741.  •  Jtop«r  SWcVXtttm, 
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own  Man,  William  Dixon,  had  upon  another  Oc- 
cafion  formerly  fworn  to  that  Value  before  two  Ju- 
ftices)  now  the  Tithe  of  thofe  Oates  comes  but  to 
12 J.  and  \m  Modus  ioz  Hay  demanded,  though  not 
due,  being  but  Two-pence  halfpenny  per  Year, 
came  for  three  Years  but  to  Seven-pence  halfpenny, 
which  together  amount  to  left  than  13^.^  the 
Piieft's  Demand. 

The  Examijur  concludes  his  Remarks  thus ; 
•*  Upon  the  Face  of  the  ExtraSfs  from  the  Eccleft- 
"  aflical  Court  it  fcems  clear,  that  the  Mptive 
••  which  determined  Mr.  Allenjon  to  fue  the  ^taker 
**  there,  was  becaufe  he  could  not  otherwife  afcer- 
•*  tain  rfie  ^antity  of  the  Tithe  ftfbftra<fted."  But 
this  is  no  other  than  a  Repetition  of  what  we  have 
fevcral  Times  before  flicwn  to  be  a  Miftake :  Be- 
caufe, both  the  Value  and  Quantity  of  Tithes  might 
have  been  afccrtained  by  the  Juftices,  to  whom  he 
did  not  in  this  Cafe  at  all  apply. 
*  The  Examiner  recites  in  the  Margin,  pag.  94, 
that  "  at  the  Requeft  of  Mr.  George  Myers,  a  rich 
"  ^laker  in  that  Neighbourhood,  Mr.  Allenfon 
"  agreed  to  refer  the  AfFair,  between  him  and 
"  Dffwjbn,  to  Mr.  Myers  himfelf ;  "  TJs.  not  proba* 
ble  that  this  was  before  Dawjon's  Imprifonment: 
And  if 'twas  afterward,  how  could  it  be  reafonable 
for  Da^jbn  to  allow  any  Confideration  to  the  Parfon 
for  the  Charges  of  a  falfe  Imprifonment  ?  If  "  Mr. 
*'  Allenfon  loft  Thirty  Pounds  by  Dawfon,  "  no 
doubt  but  Daivjbn's  Charges  too  muft  have  been 
confiderable;  and  he  alfo  might  tell  how  much  he 
loft  by  Allenjon,  of  which  the  Examiner  takes  no 
Notice,  nor  did  wc  in  our  Noteupon'thJs  Ca(e. 

Case    XVH.  .     CASE 
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'CASE  xvni. 

t*ag.  i6^.  1723.  TiioMA*  Holmes  of  Denton 
was  profecuted  in  the  Exifxqutr  at  the  Suit  of  John 
w^j  Curate  of  Defaoa. 

To  this  the  Examiner  giveS  "  The  Anfwer  bf  a 
*'  nieghbouring  Gentleman  in  the  Coramiffion  of 
""  Peace,"  who  upon  Enquiry  finds,  that  "  there 
**  was  a  Profecution  about  the  Year  1723,  in  tlie 
'"  Exchequer,  by  Mr.  j^Jh  agaitift  '2%omas  Holmes^ 
"  John  Harrijon,  and  fcveral  other  of  the  late  Mr. 
"  Ibbetfon'%Tcmnt%^  (none  of  which  were  ^wd/rr* 
*'  but  Holmes)  and  againftthe  late  Mr.  Ibbct/on  him- 
"  felf,  for  denying  to  pay  the  Curate  his  Stipend" — 
That  "  Holmes  does  nnt  pretend  the  Suit  any  ways 
■"  related  to  fniall  Tithes,  but  laid  it  refpe<^ed  the 
"  Curate's  5//^Wonly"-r— That  " //u/wi  in  par- 
'*  ticular,  after  the  Suit  had  been  depending  fome 
"  Time,  finding  it  would  be  an  cxpeiifive  one,  got 
"  Mr.  Jljh\  Attorney,  who  was  his  near  Rslaiioh, 
"  to  make  up  the  Matter  for  him  with  Mr.  Ap^y 
Lpjlly,  that  he  is  told,  that  *'  Mr.  AJIi  got  the 
"  Cu.a.cy  of  Bail  Jon,  and  refign'd  Denion,  which 
"  put  an  End  to  the  Suit." 

The  Account  from  the  Exchequer  is, 

'*  That  upon  the  ftrifteft  Search,  no  Bill  appears 
**  to  hare  been  fi'ed  there  by  Mf.  AJh  Curate  of 
*'  Denton  agalnft  I'komas  I^lmci." 

-Upon  the  foregoing  Afijwer  and  Account  the  Ex- 
aminer obfcrves,  that  "  It  is  not  material,  in  this 
"  Cafe,  whether  any  Bill  was  filed  againft  Thomas 
**  Holmes  or  not."  But  wc  think  it  is  very  material : 
For  if  no  B;7/ appears  to  have  been  filed  \w.\.V\viC;i'^t;. 
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wbcrc  a  Prolecution  plainly  appears  to  have  been 
carried  en,  it  ihews,  that  the  Clergy's  frequently 
iniifting  upon  m  Bt/Ts  being  Jound,  aa  a  Proof  that 
no  Pioucution  exiiled,  is  without  Foundation. 

The  kxaminer  adds,  "  It  is  evident  from  the 
**  Nature  of  the  I^iyment  demanded  by  the  Curate 
"  of  him,  and  the  reft  of  Mr.  Ibbttj6ti%  Tenants, 
"  that  it  wa8  not  recoverable  by  the  Jufticcs  of 
"  Peace."  But  we  think  that  the  Nature  of  the 
,  Payment  demanded,  bcmg  for  the  Curate's  Stipend, 
evinces  the  very  contrary  ;  for  the  Ail  of  7  and  8 
King  IF,  3.  Chap.  34.  is  by  the  A61  of  i  Geo.  ex- 
prefly  extended  to  the  "  Stipend  or  Maintenance  of 
"  any  Minifter  or  Curate  officuting  in  any  Church 
•*  or  Chapel."  But  the  Examiner  proceeds,  "what- 
*'  ever  the  Nature  of  the  Demand  was,  the  Juftices 
**  could  take  no  Cognizance  of  the  Caufe  when  the 
••  Title  waa  queftioued  by  Perfons  who  were  not 
"  Quakers"  But  what  relates  that  to  Holmes,  who 
wasa^tfiff"?  Had  the  Curate  applied  to  the  Ju- 
ftices relpefting  A/W,  they  might  certainly  have  taken 
Cognizance  of  his  Caufe,  to  which,  what  other 
Perfons  did,  could  have  no  Relation.  And  confe- 
quently,  whatever  the  Examiner  may  pretend  re- 
fpeding  other  People,  the  Curate  had  no  Colour  of 
Neccflity  for  profccuting  Holmes  in  the  Excleguer. 

As  to  the  Objedion  of  "  his  getting  Mr.  ^J?/s 
*'  Attorney  to  make  up  the  Matter  for  him  with 
"  Mr.  ^Jh"  'tis  eafily  folv'd ;  for  the  Attorney, 
being  (as  is  before  remark'd  in  the  neighbouring 
Gentleman's  Account,  but  left  out  by  the  Examiner) 
"  his  near  Relation,"  might  probably  from  a  Re- 
{pe&  and  Regard  to  his  Kinfman,  interpoic  fo  far  as 
to  end  the  Matter  without  Holmes's  Requcft  ox  getting 
him  to  do  it ;  aTwm.  the  Examiner  ufes  to  caft  a 
Case    XV1\\.  '^-Ak.SSs.^ 


('39) 

Reflexion  upon  the  London  Friendtt  for  what  per- 
haps neither  Holmes  nor  they  knew  any  Thing  of. 
It  neither  appears  that  Holmes  made  '*  any  wrong 
"  Repreftntaiion"  of  this  Cafe  to  his  ioa&fl  Friends, 
nor  did  his  London  Friends  infcit  any  Thing  in  the 
Brief  Account,  with  an  Endeavour  to  deceive  the 
Puhlick.  But  the  Examiner  endeavours  to  divert 
the  Reader's  Attention  from  obferving  his  own  De- 
ceit, by  groundlefs  Infinuations  of  other  Men's. 

CASE    XIX. 

Pag.  169.  1726.    Timothy  Hudson  of  Tork 
was  profecuted  in  the  Eccltfiajiical  Court  for  Tithes 
of  Land  in  CUfton\  at  the  Suit  of  "*  'Jobn  Knight 
.  PricftofBf'^rfyjin  thcCityofJVi, 

To  this  the  Examiner  produces  what  he  calls, 
"  7%e  Answer  of  the  Reverend  Mr.  WiWiam  Knight 
"  Curate  of  St.  Michael  U  Belfreys  in  the  City  of 
"  York/'  who  fays,  "  I  never  did  profecute  Tima- 
"  thy  Hud/on  of  Tori  for  Tithe  of  Land  in  Clifton, 
"  in  the  Ecclefajiical  Court  at  Tork."  The  unwary 
Reader  may  at  firft  View  take  this  as  a  dire<a  Cbn- 
tradiiftion  to  our  Account ;  but  let  him  duly  confider 
what  follows,  and  he  will  probably  difcover  a 
Deception  :  TTie  Curatt  proceeds  thus,  "  But  I  did 
"  commence  a  Suit  againft  one  Peter  Harland,  who 
**  was  not  a  ^aker,  for  Tithes  in  kind  of  Land  in 
**  x\iz'?2Lr\i[\oi St.  Michaclle  Belfreys  near  Clifton, 
"  in  which  Caufe  .  the  Rjght  of  Tithes  was  the 
"  main  Point  in  Difpute,  viz.  Whether  the  Lands 
*■*  upon  which  the  Crop  grew  were  exempted  from 
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••  thp  Payment  of  Tithes  or  not :  And  the  Motive 
"  which  induced  mc  to  carry  the  Caufe  into  that 
"  Court,  was  to  oblige  the  Defendant  to  produce 
"  his  Ti:lc  upon  which  he  claimed  fuch  Exemption^ 
The  Lands  here  fpokenof  were  the  Lands  of  T/mor 
thy  Hudjbny  and  Peter  Harlami  was-  his  Tenant: 
Th?  Curate's  declared  main  Point  in  the  Suit  was, 
to  chaise  thofe  ■  .ands  with  the  Payment  of  Tithes, 
and  '*  to  oblige  the  Defendant  to  produce,  his  Title 
*'  upon  which  he  claimed  fuch  Exemption,"  This 
Defendant  muft  be  lAmotby  Hud/on,  for  the  Title 
upon  which  the  Exemption  was  clainied  w;:s  his 
Title,  and  accordingly  in  one  of  the  Crrtificatis, 
brought  by  the  Examiner  pag.  loi,  'tis  exprcflv 
£iid,  "  that  the  faid  Suit  was  defended  by  the  £>i4 
"  Timothy  Hudfon,  Sir  fVilliam  Robin/on,  Metcalf 
"  Rf/tin/ott  Efq;  Leonard  I'bompfon  Efq;  and  feveial 
"  other  Owners  of  Land  in  Clijtm:'  'Tis  he;q 
efpecially  to  be  obferved,  that  though  divcrfe  of  the 
Land'Owners  there  had  far  tnore  Lands,  under  the 
fame  Circumflance  of  Exemption,  than  'Timothy  Hudr 
fpn  had,  yet  the  Curate  finglcd  him  out,  being  ^ 
i^iaker,  as  the  properefl  Perfon  to  try  the  Title  of 
Exemption  with,  probably  apprehending  that  the 
^takers  known  Averfion  to  paying  Tithes  would 
make  the  Plea  of  Exemption,  refpefting  his  Lands, 
to  feem  of  lefs  Force.  The  Names  of  Peter  Harland, 
and  afterward  of  Elizabeth  Harland  his  Widow, 
Occupiers  of  the  Land,  appear  to  have  been  inferted 
in  the  Pro'ecution  merely  for  the  Sake  of  Form  in 
the  Proceeding.  The  Suit  againfl  them  was  carried 
on  with  the  View  of  charging  T'imothy  Tludfdn'%  ex- 
^mnted  Lands  with  the  Payment  of  Tithes,  and 
confcqaently  alfo  the  exempted  Lands  of  the  other 
Xa.nd-Ownerstl^cie,  \f\vvctthe  defign'd to  charge  by 
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Virtue  of  the  Decree  againft  HudJorCi  :  But  thcjr, ' 
taking  a  timdy  Precaution,  ftopt  his  intended  Pro- 
Jeft  "  by  an  Injunction  out  of  the  Court  of  Exche- 
"  quer."  This  put  the  Ecclejtajlical  Court  to  a  full 
Stand,  for  they  had  exceeded  the  proper  Limits  of 
their  JuriJdiStioTij  by  m;iking  an  unrighteous  De- 
cree, in  an  Affair  not  properly  ct^nizahk  to  them : 
Of  which  indeed  they  feem'd  fenfiblc,  by  their  more 
ready,  than  willing,  Submiflion,  without  pretend- 
ing to  aflign  any  Reajbn  or  Cauje  for  their  Procedure. 
Thus,  the  poor  Widow  Harland,  being  decreed, 
Excommunicate,  was  preferved  from  a  Goal,  and 
from  being  facrific'd.to  the  Curate's  Convcniency  of 
inferring  her  Name  in  the  Trial  of  her  Landlord's 
Right  of  Exemption. 

The  Account  from  the  Ecdejiafiical  Court  con- 
cludes thus,  "  Harland  was  decreed  Excommuni- 
•'  cate  for  Non-payment  of  Cofts,"  to  which  thefe 
Words  arc  fubjoined,  '•jiz.  *•  This  is  the  laft  Entry 
**  found  m  this  Caufe."  Upon  which  we  obfervc,' 
that  though  the  Court  fubmitted  to  tke  InjunSfion  la 
proceedir.g  no  farther,  yet  they  made  no  Record  of 
that  InjunB'o:i :  Which  (hews  that  they  do  not  pride 
themfclves  in  fuch  Submijjion,  nor  are  defirous  to 
m.ikc  it  a  Precedent  for  their  Condudl  in  future 
Cafes. 

There's  another  Paflage  in  the  Account  from  the 
Ecclefiajiicai  Court,  by  which  the  Reader  may  re- 
ceive fome  Inftiudtion  ;  'tis  in  thefc  Words,  "  The 
**  Cdufe  was  revived  in  the  Confijlory  Court,  by  rea- 
*•  fon  ot  thf  A'chbiOiop's  piimaiy  Vifttation,  a- 
*f  gainft  VJlztibetb  lltirlnnd  Widow  of  the  faid 
"  Veter  Jlr.rhmd  dti.f;.fed."  By  comparing  thi« 
kind  of  VifviAtion  wi  li  that  recommended  by  tht 
Apoftls  7  ■''"'■■'  ''-'■="!'■■  '■  ^y.of  ■vi/itijh^  tl;t  TalbcT\fPs 
'  Cas  L      X'iA.    '  '  a-.\J. 
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and  Widows  in  their  A^iSiotit  the  Reader,  may  be 
enabled  to  judge,  wtnthcr  the  modern  Method  of 
viiiting  the  Clmrch  be  agreeable  to  the  primitive 
Pattern. 

'Tis  an  obfcrved  Truth,  whether  to  the  Credit  of 
the  Clergy  or  not,  that  they  have  been  much  more 
buiie  than  Lay-lmprQpriators^  in  commencing  and 
canying  on  Suits  at  Law  for  charging  exerted 
Lands  with  the  Payment  of  Tithes.  A  Praftice  in 
which  they  have  frequently  fucceeded.  *'  Tlw 
**  KolIoxi  oi -wMKh^  fays  a  judicioui  Author ^  is  ^ 
"  infupcrable  Difficulties  Proprietors  in  m$my  Oiib 
*'  lie  under  to  prove  their  Exemption  to  the  Satis- 
"  &(^on  of  a  Court  of  Jullice  ;  for,  Jizys  he^  the 
*'  Deeds  and  Writings  which  (hould  evidence  the 
**  Difcharges  of  iiich  Lands  from  the  Payment  of 
*•  Tithes,  are  by  Length  of  Time  burnt,  loft,  de- 
*'  ftroyed,  or  deuced,  and  the  laid  Lands  altered, 
**  divided,  and  held  by  diftinft  Purchalis,  Con- 
**  veyances,  or  Defccnts,  and  their  old  Names, 
**  Boundaries,  and  Defcriptions,  by  Inclofures  or 
"  otherwifc,  wholly  loft,  lo  as  it  would  be  difficult 
"  now,  and  impoffiblc  in  Time  to  come,  to  make 
•*  out  thofe  Difcharges  which  by  Law  intitle  them 

"  to  an  Exemption  from  Tithes." He  alfo  ob- 

ferves,  that  "  the  Courts  of  Law  require  a  nice 
?'  Form  of  Pleading  in  Exemptions  from  Tithes, 
*'  and  many  Suits  have  mifcarried  for  want  of  For- 
**  malities :  In  pleading,  a  ^)ecial  Caufc  of  Exemp* 
"  tion  muft  be  fliewn,  and  the  Pica  muft  be  con- 
'*  eluded  with  Ratione  in^e  fuch  Lands  were  dif^ 
**  charged  from  Tithes  Time  out  of  mind,  Sfi-." 
See  an  Anjuxr  to  the  Remarks  on  the  T'ltbe-BiJI,  ad- 
dre/s'd  to  Sir  Gilbert  Hcathcotc,  Printed  173 1. 
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On  the  other  Hand,  the  Clergyman's  Vade  mecum^ 
Part  2.  pag.  255,  informs  him,  that  "  If  the  Par- 
"  fon  fucs  for  Tithes,  from  which  the  Lands  ofr 
"  Perfon  he  fucs  arc  difcharged  by  Law,  yet  no 
"  Aftidn  of  the  Cafe  lies  againft  the  Parfon  for 
"  bringing  fuch  Suit,  if  the  Suit  be  commenced  in  a 
"  proper  Court,  and  in  due  Form  of  Law."  For 
although  the  Law  has  eftecmed  Twenty  Years  a 
proper  Limitation  of  Time  for  quieting  Pofleffions 
among  Laymen^  yet  in  cafe  of  Tithes,  the  Clergy 
have  oppos'd  the  pafllng  of  Bills  which  have  adrfiit- 
ted  them  to  go  back  twice  that  Time :  They  are 
againft  fubjeding  their  Claims  to  any  Limiations  of 
Time,  or  ReftriiSions  of  Method  for  recovering 
them.  But  fome,  who  wifh  them  well,  have  ob- 
ferved,  that  the  peculiar  Advantages  they  have  in 
carrying  on  Suits  at  Law,  is  a  Snare  and  Tempta- 
tion inducing  theni  to  commence  tedious  and  trou- 
blefome  Litigations,  perplexing  to  their  Neighbour, 
and  hurtful  to  themfelves,  and  lets  becohiing  no 
Man's  Charadler  than  that  of  a  Minljler  of  the 
Gojpel  of  Peace. 

T7he  Reader  is  defired  to  excufe  thefe,  we  hfmc, 
not  impertinent  J  Digreflions  :  We  return  to  the  Cale 
before  us. 

The  Examiner  produces  tvx  Certificates^  "  Om 
"  figned  by  7'imothy  Hudfon  himfelf;  and  the  other 
*'  figned  by  Dr.  Bratbivaitej  an  Advocate  in  the 
"  Court  of  Tork,  and  Rcbert  yuhh^  Deputy  Regt- 
**  fter  of  that  Court,"  which,  he  fays,  "  wilt  make 
**  it  AS  evident,  that  Timothy  Hudjon  was  hot  the 
"  Perfon  profccuted  by  Mr.  Kni^t." 

Here  the  Examiner  fcems  upon  his  Guard.  The 
Monofyllable [ AS ]  appears  tope  cautioully ihferted; 
He  does  not  fav,  that  "  the  eerlijicates  -w"^  m^e*. 
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"  It  eviJent"  hatt  they  "  will  nuke  it  a«  evident," 
viz.  AS  what  has  gone  before  did ;  which  we  have 
already  (hewn  docs  not  make  it  evident  at  all 

The  One  of  thofe  Certtjicates  is  thus, 

*•  Whereas  the  fakers  have  printed  a  Cefi^  let* 
"  ting  forth  a  Profecution  of  Timothy  Hud/on  for 
"  Tithes  in  the  Parifli  of  Saint  Michael  Beljreys  ifl 
"  the  City  of  Tork  by  William  Knight  Clerk ;  thefc 
*'  are  to  certify,  that  wliat  was  3y  ^Ae/«  fo  fet  forth, 
"  was  done  without  my  Knmikdge  or  Conjent. 
■  '*  Witnefe  my  Hand  this  Twelfth  Day  of  November 

Timothy  Huifin. 

This  Certificate  has  no  Relation  to  what  the  £a'- 
aminer  produc'd  it  for  :  He  produc'd  it  to  Ihew,  that 
"  Timothy  Hud^n  was  not  the  Pcrlon  profecuted  by 
"  Mr.  Knight"  bat  it  contains  not  a  Syllable  rela- 
tive thereto.  It  only  ftiews  that  Timothy  Hiid/oth 
Profccution  was  printed  without  his  Kno'wledge  or 
Con/int : .  But  will  any  Body,  except  this  Examiner, 
infer  from  thence,  tliat  Timothy  Hudjbn  was  not  the 
Pcrfon  profecuted.  The  producing  this  Certijicati 
to  prove  what  it  fays  nothing  of,  fhews  that  the 
Examiner^  (to  ufe  his  own  Words)  "  fuppofes  his 
*'  Reader  to  w^nt  common  Senfe." 

This  Certificate  being  apparently  infufficient,  'twas 
necefiary  to  do  fomething  more,  and  accordingly 
about  a  Fortnight  after,  two  flirewd  Men,  .Dr. 
Brathwaite  and  Robert  jubb  undertook  to  interro- 
gate Timothy  Hudjbn,  and  to  form  another  Certificate, 
the  Subftance  of  which,  becaufe  he  would  not  fign, 
they  themfelves  did  j  and  *tis  as  follows, 
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"  NoFOimher  ajth  1746, 

"  *fimotby  Hudfon  of  Tork^  a  ^aker,  being  ia 
"  Company  with  us,  whofe  Names  are  underwritten^ 
"  and  being,  on  the  laid  Day,  aikcd  fcvCral  Que- 
"  ftions,  relating  to  a  Cafe  printed  by  the  fakers 
"  in  Xhtir  Brief  Account  of  *  federal  if  the  Profecu- 
•*  tions  of  the  People  called  Quakers,  fctting  forth, 
**  that  in  the  Year  1726,  the  did  Timetby  Hudfon. 
'*  was  profccutcd  in  the  Ecclejiafiical  Court  for 
"  Tithes  of  Land  in  Clifton,  at  the  Suit  of  Mr. 
"  KnigbtMiM^cioiBelfreys  in  the  City  oi  Tork, 
"  laid, — That  the  faid  Projecution  was  againftP^//r 
"  Harland  who  farmed  Lands  of  the  faid  "timothy 
'*  Hudfon  at  Cliftcn,  and  that  the  faid  Suit  was  de- 
*'  fended  by  the  faid  'Timothy  Hudjon,  Sir  William 
*'  Robinfon,  Metcalfe  Rohinfon  Efqj  Leonard  Thomp- 
**  fon  E(q;  and  feveral  other  Owners  of  Land  in 
"  Clifton^  who  entered  into  jj  Bond  for  tliat  purpofe, 
"  The  faid  Timothy  Hudfon  then  farther  declared— 
"  That  what  the  fakers  had  printed  relating  to  the 
**  Jiiid  Projecution,  was  'without  his  Privity  and  Con- 
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•  It  fi'>uld  he  miwy.  but  thfj'e  Men  feem  toknow^  that  in 
ffedking  of  tbeCi\\\\i'!X%  Sufferings,  /iw  diminutive  Style  « 
mofi  fleajing  to  the  CUrgy. 

II  This  Union,  no  doubt,  the  Examiner  will  dijlike  as 
muih  as  helloes  that  0/ ibe  QntktTs,  Exam.^ijf.  26,  and 
conjidering  the  Curate's  Dtfappointment  tn  this  Cafe,  may 
perhaps  fay  of  it  after  the  Manner  he  dots  of  that,  viz.  Tinii 
*'  the  Clerj;y  are  not  held  together  by  as  firm  an  Union  cs  the 
"  Land-Owners"  and  that  •*  an  Union  agamfl  Tiihe- 
•'  paying  is  a  Confpiracy  (or  as  Jubb  the  Regiiicr  par. 
"  100,  calls  it.  a  Combination  J  againft  the  CItrgy"  iba* 
*lv>as  no  other  than  for  their  necejary  DcStucie.  ojavnSl  V*- 
jujiice. 
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"  fint,  and  that  he  had  been  aikei  by  ont  of  tb«m 
*'  to  fign  a  "Paper^  Xojuftify  what  they  hoApubUJhed 
**  relating  to  the  £iid  Profecution,  but  that  he  abjb- 
"  lutely  rejufei  to  fign  any  Paper  to  the  Purpojt^  and 
*'  blamed  tne  fakers  for  what  they  had  done. 

"  The  Subftance  of  which  Comw/tf/Mn  was  then 
**  reduced  into  JVriting,  and  read  to  the  laid  7/Vw- 
"  thy  Hudjon^  and  was  alio  read  by  the  laid  titmtbj 
**  Hudjon^  who  laid  that  the  Contents  thereof  were 
"  true. 

Mark  Bratbwait  L.  L.  D. 
Advocate  in  the  Court  of  Tork. 
Robert  Jubb  Dcputy-Rcgiftcr 

of  the  Court  of  7ork, 

The  former  Part  of  this  Certificate  fhews  the  In- 
duftry  of  thefc  Pfr/off  J,  who  "tampered  with  Ti- 
"  mothy  Hudfon ;  whether  by  the  Direction  of  the 
*'  leading  Clergy  or  not,  they  can  bell  tell."  *Tis 
apparent  by  their  own  Account,  that  in  making  this 
Enquiry,  they  took  care  to  guard  "Timothy  Hudjbn 
from  wandering  into  Errors,  by  giving  his  own  Ac- 
count in  his  own  Method :  but  they  gently  endea- 
voured, by  prcvioufly  "  asking  fcveral  Qucftions," 
to  lead  him  into  Anfwcrs  pertinent  to  their  Defign. 
But  what  did  all  this  Caution  produce  ?  That  Timo- 
thy  Hudfon  "  laid,  that  the  faid  Profecution  wcs  a- 
*'  gainft  Peter  Harland  who  farmed  Lands  of  the 
*'  faid  Timothy  Hnd/on  at  Clifton,  and  that   the  laid 

"  Suit  was  defended  by  the  faid  Timothy  Hudfon ■ 

"  and  (evcral  other  Owners  of  Land  in  Clifton." 
How  came  Timothy  Hudjbn  to  be  a  Dffendant  in  this 
Suit?  The  Profecutor  himfelf  has  told  us,  pag  99, 
that  "  The  main  Point  in  Difpute  was,  (not  con- 
cerning PtUr   Harland  the  Tenaot's    Crop^    but 

Case    XIX.  cswjsxm^-^ 
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concerning  Itmoiby  HuJ^  the  Owner's  Lands 
viz.J  "  whether  the  Lands,  upon  which  the  Crop 
*'  grew,  wcrcexcmptcd  from  the  Payment  of  Tithee, 
"  or  not."  And  that  this  was  "  the  Motive  which 
"  induced  him  (the  Profecutor)  to  carry  the  Caufe 
"  into  that  Court."  Accordingly  wc,  regarding  the 
main  Point  in  this  Pro&cution,  and  the  Motive  to 
it,  did,  we  think  properly,  afcribe  the  Profecution 
to  Timothy  Hud/on,  againft  wh«m  it  *  real/y  was, 
however  nominally  and  for  Form's  Sake  carried  on 
in  the  Name  of  Peter  Harland :  Which  nominal 
Subilitution  of  a  third  Pcribn  in  the  Caufe,  for  mere 
Formality  of  Procefs,  has  given  the  Examiner  an 
Opportunity  of  flicwlng  his  Art  sX  perplexing  3,  plain 
Cau^  by  little  Shifts  and  Bvafiom^  fit  for  no  other 
Purpofe. 

The  Certificate   farther   relates,  that  "  The  laid 

"  Timothy  Hudion   then  farther  declared That 

"  what  the  fakers  had  printed  relating  to  the  iaid 
."  Profecution,  was  without  his  Privity  and  Conjent^ 
"  and  that  he  had  been  asked  by  one  of  them  to  fign 
"  a  Paper,  to  juftify  what  they  had  publiihed  rela*- 
"  ting  to  the  laid  Proiecution,  but  that  he  ^^o/u/^/y 
"  refujed  to  fign  any  Paper  to  the  purpofe,  and 
"  blamed  the  fakers  for  what  they  had  done," 
This  the  Examiner  notably  improves,  and  fays, 
"  Timothy  Hudfon  has  afted  an  open  honcft  Part, 
"  and  let  the  Public  into  a  very  important  Secret,  by 
"  declaring  how  dark  a  Prai^ice  hath  been  madcufe 

Case     XIX.  T  2  "of 

*  The  faid  Timothy  Hudfon  was  for  a  confidtrahle 
Ttme  tbefole  Dcfcrniani  ;  far  knawin^  the  Prcfcctition  to  be 
againjl  bis  Landsy  be  thought  it  his  Duly  to  dffer.A  them. 
But  the  Neighbouring  Gentlemen  peneivin^^  \onv» 
the  Iffue  cf  this  Caufe  %:'irs  d^'fi^'^md  O  i«cuinb;r   ',be\v  t.jiu« 


(  '+8  ) 

f*  of  by  one  ^laker  at  Jeaft,  in  order  to*  juflify  the 
,"  Brief  Account."  But  as  important  as  it  is,  tlw 
^aminer  don't  care  to  ituft  his  Reader  with  it,  with- 
out an  unrigbteoui  Addition  oi\i^i  own,  viz.  that  **  it 
^*  vinA  certainly  a  wicked  Attempt  to  ask  a  Man  to 
**  juHlfy  under  his  Hand  ».fal/e  Fa&  publifhed  con- 
*'  cerniiig/£tf^vff;^ilfd/iwitiiouthisKnowleJge,  and 
**  which  that  very  Man  knew  to  be  iAk,"  All  this 
'Q^tcry  ot  Fal/hnod  is  but  a  fal^  Rumour  raifcd  by  the 
Examiner :  Let  the  Render  petufe  the  Certificates 
again,  and  he  will- find,  ihat,  the  wrj-  Mtin^  "Timo- 
tty  Hiid/cn,  fptaks  roi  a  V-  ord  of  any  /tf/ySr  Paff^  nor 
that  he  knew  any  Thing  in  the  Pa/er  to  be  Jal/e. 
But  tlic  Examiner,  from  too  mucii  Ea*nefinefi  of 
endeavouring  to  rix  un  Imputation  of  FaljLood  upon 
the  ^takers,  has  exhibited  a  remarkable  Specimen  of 
Jlip  own  Dijregard  to  Tra/ift. 

,  'Tiimtby  fludiWs  refufing  to^n  a  Paper,  is  no 
JproOf  of  its  being  /d//? ;  nor  will  the  Examiner,  or 
his  Enquirers,  admit  it  to  be  fo  againft  themfelves. 
*T  8  apparent  by  their  own  Certificate,  that  Timotlrf 
H  djon  refufcd  to  fign  what  thofe  Enquirers  had 
*'  reduced  intq  writing,  and  read  to  theikid*Z/mirfi6jr 
"  Hudfon."  Certainly,  Timothy  IiudJori%  refilling 
Xoftgna  Paper  when  prcfentcd  to  him  by  them,  is 
as  ftrong  an  Argument  of  the  FalJJ.-oedo^  that  Paper, 
as  his  re/afing  lo  fign  a  P^f  prelentcd  by  a  ^aker, 
can  be  of  its  Faljhood.  If  Timothy  lludjon  did  iliy, 
that  "  the  Contents  of  the  one  were  true,"  even  fo 
did  he  alfo  iay  of  the  *  ether.  And  he  might,  for 
ought  wc  know,  iay  fo  tmly  of  both,  for  they  don't, 
as  wc  have  fhewn,  necefiarily  imply  any  Contradiftion 
Case     XIX  the 

■*■  Excfpl  thai  in  tbi  Prf.fetuur*s  Name  aai  a  Mi/lake  of 
Jo.mfor  WiUiim. 
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(kc  one  to  the  -f*  other.  Well^  but  'ti»  "  a  <krfc 
*'  Pradice  for  one  of  the  fakers  to  aflt  him  to  ligii 
"  a  Paper."  We  would  willingly  be  inform'd,  whe- 
ther it  be  not  as  dark  a  Praftite  for  t-u-o  able  Men,  to 
proceed  in  the  wily  Manner  they  have  apparently 
done,  yet  without  being  able  to  efFctft  their  Purpole. 
If  they  urge,  that  he  rcfijfed  to  lign  a  Paper  which, 
they  fay,  was  offered  by  a  ^aker,  bccaufe  it  con- 
lain'd  fomcthing  he  could  not  aflent  to ;  we  hav^ 
the  fame  Caufe  to  prcfumc  that  what  is  produc'd  by 
thofc  two  Inquiftton  was  not  fign'd  by  him  for  the 
like  Reafon.  So  that  his  Conduit  on  this  Occafibn 
is  of  no  Service  to  the  Examiner'^  Caufe. 

By  what  has  been  before  obfervcd  upon  this  Cafe, 
we  have,  as  we  think,  given  "  plain  and-  clear 
V  Proofs  that  this  Piofccution  {reipedling  the  main 

Cask     XIX.  "  Point, 

\  Ta  Jbfw  tbi  real  Senfi  of  Timothy  Hudfon  in  this 
Matter,  and  that  it  may  appear  '*  who  tampered  with 
*■  bim"  tre  have  I  be  following  Cttrtificiitc  Jigned  by  two  Per- 
fonsefg'odCredity  viz. 

**  Wc  whofe  Nariifs  arf  hereunto  fubfcribed,  do  cer- 
•*  tify,  that  on  tre  25th  Day  of  the  Month  called  y/^rj/ 
*'  174.1.  Timothy  Uu4f»H  told  un,  that  Dr.  Braitbwait 
*'  an.l  RobiTt  Jubb,  or  one  of  th-m,  fcnt  for  him  (cvcral 
**  Time*:,  and  that  he  never  faid  that  any  one  ^aker 
"  oficicd  him  a  Paper  to  Tign  which  was  untrue:  But, 
*'  according  to  the  belt  of  his  Remembrance,  he  only 
*'  told  them,  that  he  did  not  approve  of  fuch  Matters 
*'  being  printed  meaning  his  Suk.)  He  alfo  told  us, 
•♦  that  the  laft  Time  he  went.  Robert  Juhb  took  him 
•*  into  his  Clofet,  and  gave  him  a  Dram  of  Rum,  and 
•*  offered  him  another  Paper  to  fign,  (befideschc  Certi- 
••  ficate  he  had  finned  which  he  iaJd,  he  rtfufid  to  do, 
"  becaufc-,  fatd  he,  I  found  it  to  be  a  Trick,  to  lay 
»*  waftc  what  Friends  had  written." 


( 15° ; 

'*  Point  and  Subftancc  of  it)  as  fet  down  in  the 
*'  Brief  Account,  is  true:  "  And  that  neither  "  what 
"  the  Profecutor  hath  affirmed,"  what  "  the  Ex- 
•*  traBs  of  the  Confiftory  Court  have  related," 
what  "  Timothy  Hudfon  hath  certified  and  declared," 
nw  "  what  two  other  Pcrlbns  have  certified  that 
"  they  heard  I'imothy  Hud/on  declare,"  do  amount 
to  any  Proof  of  its  being  otherwife. 

Perhaps  the  Examiner  will  even  yet  objeA,  that 
this  Pro^cufion  was  not  for  Demands  recoverable  by 
the  Afls  of  K.  ff^.  3.  But  thaf  Pretence  would,  in 
'  this  Cafe,  rather  aggravate,  than  extenuate,  the 
Severity  of  the  Proceeding :  *For  if  it  be  Jevere  to 
proiecute  at  Law  for  Demands  recoverable  by  thole 
Ails  ;  is  it  not  morejevere  fo  to  profecute  without 
any  kgal  Demand  3X  alt  ?  As  in  the  prefcnt  Cafe  ap- 
pears to  have  been  done. 

The  Examiner,  pag.  103,  104,  in  the  Margin, 
cites  Part  of  a  Paragraph  from  our  Vindication  in 
Anfwcr  to  the  Examination  on  behalf  of  the  Clergy 
of  the  Diocefe  of  htchfield  and  Coventry^  which  he 
attempts  to  retort  upon  us,  but  miflfs  his  Aim  ; 
bccauic  we  have  given  the  Prooft  therein  required : 
Whereas  the  Paragraph  it  felf,  refpefting  the  Pcr- 
fons  concerned,  remains  in  its  fiiU  Force,  they  ha- 
ving neither  made  a  candid^  publick,  and  penitent 
Acknowledgment  of  the  Tmth  of  thole  Fafts,  nor  yet 
given  any  plain  and  clear  Proofs  of  their  FalJIx>od. 
Till  one  of  thefc  be  done,  that  Paragraph  will  fup- 
port  it  felf,  under  all  the  Reproaches^  cither  oijcurri- 
lous  Arrogance,  or  whatever  elfc  the  Examiner's 
At7gcr  at  the  'Truth  of  it  fhall  excite  him  to  cxprefi. 


Case    XIX,  CASE 


C  A  S  E    XX. 

Pag.  169,  1728,  William  Lister  of  Biflrg-irf  in 
the  ff^fJi-RiJirjg^  was  profecuted  in  the  EuUfiafiiciU 
Court,  and  exconunnnicated,  at  the  Suit  of  Benja- 
min Ferrand  Warden,  for  a  Church-rate,  fo  cailed, 
and  for  Obventions  or  Oblations  demanded  by  ?)&*- 
mas  Ferrand  Prieft  of  BingUy. 

To  this  the  Examintr  gives  us  "  the  Anfwer  of 
the  Reverend  Mr.  Ferrand  Vicar  oiBingley"  who, 
pag.  104,  &ys  *'  IVilUam  Lifter  was  cxconamuni- 
**  cated  in  September  1723,  at  the  Suit  oiBenja- 
"  min  Ferrand  Efqi  Churchwarden,  ■  for  refufing 
"  to  pay  his  Share  of  the  Church-rate  for  the  LancS 
"  then  by  him  poflelfcd  :  Which  mull  have  been 
"  very  confiderable,  he  having  at  that  Time  four 
*'  or  five  Farms  in  his  Occupation  :  But  the  Suit 
"  ended  with  the  Excommunication,  noJi^rit  b&* 
"  ing  fucd  out  upon  it.  And  Mr.  Dobjbn,  who 
"  was  then  aifo  Churchwarden,  believes,  as  I  do, 
"  that  the  Parilh  loft  the  Money  due  from  WilliaM 
«  Lijier. 

"  But  that  the  Profecution  or  any  Part  of  it,    wai 
**  for  Obventions  or  Oblations  demanded  by  1'bomas  . 
"  Ferrand  Pnea  oi  Bingky  is  direftly  and  pofitiveiy 
"  falfc." 

The  Profecution  mentioned  in  this  Anfwer  of  the 
Viear,  appears  to  be  the  lame  with  that  we  fpcak 
of;  the  Difference  in  the  Date  being  occafioncd  by 
die  Date  of  the  following  Account  of  the  Affiiir, 
which  was,  as  fTm.  Lijier  laid,  of  the  Vicar's 
own  Hand-writing,  and  by  him  delivered  to  frills- 
sm  Lifter  after  the  Difttefs  of  two  C^yK^oiVvkV?^ 

Case     XX.  Nvt\s3S; 


Tlrtne  of  a  Juftices  Warrant  in  the  Year  lyzS, 
which  Account  includes  the  Cfaarcfawardens  De- 
mands for  IcTcn  Years  back^  the  Oiarg^  of  Saic  ia 
the  EcckfiafiicaJ  Courts  and  alio  the  Vicar*a  Claims 
for  Ohventiom  or  Oblatitau:  This  Account  mnft 
satorally  lead  ff^iUiam  Lifitr^  or  any  other  Peniler 
of  it,  to  think,  that  both  the  Wardens  Demands, 
and  the  Vicar's  Claims  were  included  in  the  iamc 
Froiecution.    The  Account  is  as  follows, 

*  BrotbcrX^'s  Acct  8bcr.  a5th  1728. 

L    s.    I 

A  Red  Cow  fold  to  BUncem  for       456 

Kack  Cow  to  Rj^iert  Ufier  for       276 


o  13     o 

Ducto  Churchwardens,  fij^w  1727  in-7  0        1 

clufive,  and  Charges  of  Suit,              S  ^  * 

For  Charges  of  DiArefs  &  4  Days  keeping  8     6 

4  16   10} 
Of  which  dcduAcd  for  the  Vicar's  Dues  J 

till  £rty?^r  1728  included,                  J°  '9 


To  yofbua  Smith  for  Church  Lay,  viz. 
for  his  own  jj  4*/  5,  for  T.  Mat 
lodt  foiFelTs  21  2^,  for  Topham' 


Remains  due  to  him  o     8     7^ 


This  is  a  trae  Copy  taken  from  the  Original.    Wit- 
nefe  mv  Hand,  25th  OStober  1728. 

Case     XX.  Tbomai  Lifter. 

*  3^  Vuar  woj  Brotber  \n  Low  tft'^'^\waVi.i.«. 


(    'S3  ) 

From  the  foregoing  Account  liftay  be  oVferved,' 
that  William  Li/ier's  Church  Lay,  fer  the  laft  Year, 
is  charged  at  8j  id,  at  which  Rate,  one  Year  with 
another,  for  7  Years  before,  the  whole  amounts  to 
2/  1 6s  yd.  The  Account  allows  the  Cburcineardetit 
for  their  Claims  and  Cclh  of  Suit,  4/  8j  4^  -^  which 
is  1/  Hi  gd  \:  for  their  Charges  in  the  EccUfiaftical 
Court.  The  Vicar  fcems  to  have  forgot  hirnfelf^ 
when  he  fays,  "  I  believe  the  Parifli  loft  the  Money 
"  due  from  U'iUiam  Lifter"  unlefs,  peradventure, 
he  is  confcious  that  the  -Parifh  never  had  the  Money 
which  he  brought  mtQ  fVilliam  Lijier'%  Account.  By 
which  it  appears,  that  he  himfcif  accounted  for  the 
Money,  which,  he  fays,  he  believes  the  Parifli  loft. 
That  it  was  not  paid  to  the  Churchwardens,  appears' 
by  his  own  faying,  that  '*  Mr.  *  Dohjhn,  who  was 
*'  then  alio  Churchwarden^  believes,  as  he  docs, 
"  that  the  Parilh  loft  the  Money." 

That  in  this-Cafe,  both  the  Churchwardens,  and 
Ficary  might  have  recovered  their  Claims  at  firft  by 
Juftices  Warrant,  is  indifputable,  feeing  they  did,  fo 
long  after,  by  thatMethod,  recoverboth  theirClaims 
and  the  Charges  of  Profecution  in  the  Eccle^JiicaV 
Court 't  which  ihews  that  the  Jufticcs  were  iii^a-Dif^ 
polition,  not  only  to  right,  but  even  toyinwwr'thcm; 
'•  "The  Account  from  the  Ecclefiaflical  Court  is, 

"  That  there  are  no  Footfteps  of  fuch  a  Caufe." 

Ncverthelcfs  fuch  a  Caufe  was  ;  for  the  Vicar  ac- 
knowledges, ihox  fVi Hi  am  Lijler  was  excommunica- 
"  ted  at  the  Suit  of  Bciijamiij  Ferrand  Efq;  for  refu- 
*'  fingto  pay  his  Share  of  the  Church  Rate,"  which 
Acknowledgment  alone,  fufficiently  clears  this  Cafe 

Case     XX.  U  from 

*  Toe  fiiid  Ddliiim  being  fince  enr^j.\rc\  cf,  [ay,    I'oat 
■'  be  never  btid lis  Shctre  of  the  MoKVi^^  but    aLVrni'jjVeises 


(  IS+) 

ftdm  being  cither  "  abfolute  Fiftion,"  or  "  laid  in 
*'  a  wrong  Court,"  or  innputcd  to  a  "  wrong  Pro- 
"  fccutorj"  Objedliona,  which  we  have  already 
{hewD>  the  Examiner  has  unjuftly  raii'd  againft 
fome  preceding  Cafes. 

"  Such  Difcoverics,  Ji^s  the  Examiner,  pag.  105. 
"  made  in  fo  fmall  a  Part  of  the  faker's  Book, 
"  muft  throw  a  general  well  grounded  Sufpicion 
*'  upon  all  the  unexamirid  Ca/es,  at  leafl  upon  all 
"  fuch  Cafes  as  an^mHar  to  this,  or  otherwifc  of 
•*  a  doubtful  Afpcft,  or  oppofed  by  contrary  Evi- 
•*  dcnce."  But  we  ask,  Among  what  Sort  of  Rea- 
ders ?  We  prefiime,  only  among  thoie  whole  Inte- 
reft  diipofes  them  to  a  partial  Hecifim  in  bis  Fa- 
vour. 'Tis  not  difficult  for  a  Perfon,  qaalificd  as 
the  Examiner  appears  to  be,  to  reprefent  Cafes  as- 
Jimilar^  which  indeed  are  not  fo  ;  to  difguifc  the 
clearcft  Truths  with  a  doubtful  Jj^eB ;  and  even  to 
oppofe  them  with  a  fcemingly  contrary  Evidence ; 
Init  tinleis  that  Ev/Wirncf  be  juft,  its  Appearance  of 
Contrariety  is  of  little  Efied.  He  feems  to  place 
the  Strength  of  his  *'  DeJence  of  the  Clergy"  upon 
*'  blafting  the  Reputation"  of  thofe  he  calU  "  their 
"  Accufers;"  but  appears  at  the  fame  Time  not  to 
have  thoroughly  conlidered,  that  he,  who  by  the 
unfair  Arts  of  Calumny  and  DetraBion,  labours  to 
leflcn  other  Meti%  Credit,  doth  moft  effcftually  dc- 
ftroy  his  m^n. 


Case    XX.  CASE 


CASE    XXI. 

Pag.  169.  [H]  1728.  William  Stocktom 
of  Farndak  was  profccuted  in  the  Exchequer  for 
Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  Luke  Smelt  Parfon  ofLefting- 
bam. 

To  which  this  Note  [  H  ]  it  fubjoined. 

The  Parfon's  Demand  on  Stockton  wai  5/.  for 
Tithes  for  above  eighteen  Years  paft,  and  a  Mortu- 
ary }  but  afterwards  he  dropt  his  Suit,  and  took  his 
Demand  by  Juftices  Warrant. 

To  this  the  Examiner  gives  us,  what  he  calls, 
■*'  T'be  Anfwcr  of  the  Reverend  Mr.  Luke  Smelt, 
*'  Vicar  of  Laftingham,"  who  fays,  that  IVilliam 
Stockton  "  queftioncd  his  Right  to  the  Mortuary" 
and  told  him,  "  He  neither  could  nor  would  pay  it." 
■  But  had  the  Vicar  applied  to  the  Juftices,  they  might 
have  granted  their  Warrant  for  Recovery  of  wh^t 
Stockton  "  would  not  pay."  The  Vicar  adds,  "  1 
"  could  not  poflibly  come  to  the  Knowlccjee  of  his 
"  other  Tithes  :  For  this  Reafon  I  ordered  a  Bill  to 
*'  be  filed  againft  him  in  the  Exchequer."  But  this 
is  no  good  Reafon,  as  will  appear  when  we  come 
to  difcufs  the  Examiner's  Rerriarks. 

The  Vicar  proceeds,  "  They  (the  fakers)  com- 
*'  municated  to  me  a  Letter,  which  they  had  rcceiv- 
.*'  cd  from  their  London  Friends,  wherein  it  was  ex- 
."  preffcd,  Tiat  it  was  their  Opinion  that  the  Priefi 
"  "would  recover  it  by  Law,  and  if  he  could  be  pre~ 
"  vaitd  upon  to  take  eafer  Methods,  it  "would  bt  6ct- 
*'  ter.     To  this  I  confcntcd,  and-atcoi^v^^'i  '«>*&*=• 

Cask      XYT  IT  1  ^^    -^f^. 


**  my  Application  to  ihe  Juftices.  William  Stockton 
"  went  with  mc  as  my  Informer  ;  and  being  asked 
"  how  much  he  was  indebted  to  me  ?  anfwercd, 
■•'  5/.  And  the  Juftices,  upon  bis  Valuation,  gave 
•'  mc  a  Warrant  of  Diftreii  for  the  faidSum."  Thi« 
Story  looks  fo  improbable^  that  the  Vicar  himfelf 
feems  to  think  that  it  needs  injuring,  and  aocoxd- 
ingly  in  a  Letter  fince,  iays,  "  I  will  atteft  the 
*'  Truth  of  what  I  then  writ  to  you  upon  Oath.'* 
Though  'tis  certain,  his  Sivearirig  can'tmake  a  thing 
tiue,  which  was  not  fo  before. 

Let  us  now  hear  William  Stockton,  who  fpcalu 
^rutb  y/'Mhcnt  Swearing:  He  fays,  "I  did  not 
*'  read  the  Letter  to  the  Prieft,  neither  difi  I  in- 
*•  form  the  Juftices  what  was  due,  as  ticv  call  it. 
*'  But  ibme  J'riencjs  read  the  Letter  to  him,  which 
**  gave  him  to  undcrftand,  that  mtwithji ending  be 
**  might  caft  me  in  tbc  Exchequer,  yet  he  would  hje 
♦'  more  Money  than  hit  Demand :  Which  was,  I  bc- 
*'  lieve,  the  Jleafon  why  he  dropt  his  Caufe  in  the 
**  Exchequer,  and  proceeded  by  Juftices  Warrant. 
•'  I  was  fummoned  by  the  Pricft,  but  whether  by 
^'  Hand-writing  or  not,  I  cannot  tell.  The  Prieft 
*'  gave  the  Juftices  his  Demands  in  one  Sum,  which 
*'  was  5/.  for  18  Years  backward,  and  a  Mortuary. 
**  The  Prieft  was  asked  to  particular  his  Demands  ; 
*'  he  told  them,  he  could  not,  hut  faid,  /  might 
*'  ha-ce  my  Liberty,  if  1  had  any  thing  to  chjeB.  I 
■**  being  asked  by  the  Juftices,  if  I  was  overcharged, 
**  anfwered,  jlccording  to  the  Circumftances  of  other 
*'  Neighbours  under  the  fame  Farming,  I  was  not, 
*'  or  Words  to  the  like  Eftcdl.  Witncfs  my  Hand, 
"  this  23dDay  of  the  ift  Month  1740-1. 

Witnefled  by 
Onefiphorus  Hocfes  William  Stockton. 
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Having  thus  given  a  fummary  Accotint  of  the 
Cafe  in  the  Vicar's  own  Words,  and  alfo  the  Sufie- 
rer'&  Certificate^  we  prcftimc  in  our  Turn  to  call  up- 
on the  Reader  to  judge,  whether  the  Narrative  of 
William  Stockton'^  Proiecution,  as  fet  down  in  the 
Britf  j^ccoutit,  be  not,  what  we  aflcrt  all  our  Ao- 
counts  rcii/ly  to  be,  plain  and  honelt  like  our  Pro- 
fcilion  ?  Whether  his  own  Account  be  not,  in  the 
nature  of  the  Affiiir,  more  likely  to  be  true  than  the 
Vicar's?  Wherhcr  it  does  notalTign  a  moxtproba&k 
Realbn  for  his  dropping  his  Suit  in  the  Exchequer? 
And  whether  it  dees  not  give  a  more  credible  Ac- 
count of  the  Proceeding  before  the  Jufticcs  ? 

The  Examiner,  pag.  io8,  obferves,  that  "Mr, 
*'  Smelt  was  fo  good-natur'd,  and  ftrongly  dilpofed 
"  to  bring  the  Matter  to  a  Ihort  amicable  Conclu- 
*'  fion,  that  he  took  the  Sum  of  5/.  upon  the  ^m- 
"  ker's  own  Faluatiott."  That  the  Valuation  was 
what  the  Vicar  himfelf  aiie^,  we  have  already 
fhewn  ;  and  that  he  did  not  ?.sk  and  receive  the 
fame,  by  the  fame  Means,  before  he  went  into  the 
Exchequer,  was  owing  to  his  not  applying  to  the 
Jufticcs  before.  But  tht  Examiner,  inftead  of  fay- 
ing "  he  t&oi  the  Sum  of  5/."  fhould  have  iaid, 
*'  The  Jufticcs  granted  him  the  Sum  of  5/.'*  for  he 
took  more  :  He  took  a  Marc  and  a  Cow  worth  8/. 
fomc  of  which  probably  went  to  defray  what  he  had 
expended  in  the  Exchequer  Profccution.  This,  tho* 
we  hear  not  a  Word  of  it  in  "  the  full  and  true 
"  Account  of  the  Vicar's  Proceedings,"  fFilliam 
Stockton,  to  his  Coft,  knows  to  be  true. 

"  In  Return,  /^VJ '/i^  Examiner,  for  this  humane 
"  friendly  Treatment,  he  is  inferred  in  the  Brief 
*'  Account,  which  of  it  felf  marks  him  out  as  a  vex- 
•*  atious  Profctutor."     If   the  ^lafeers  \«A  ^-a-otj^. 
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the  Vicar  in  *  worfc  Light  than  what  is  naturally 
refle£ted  from  his  own  Conduct;  if  they  had  added 
any  Mark*  of  Vcxatioufncfs  found  not  to  be  real; 
if  they  had  infinuated  that  he  continued  the  Profc- 
cution  longer  than  he  did ;  the  Examiner  might 
have  had  fome  Ground  for  charging  them  with  h- 
griUituJf,  or  a  Breach  of  Humanity  :  But  the  reci- 
ted Accounts  from  the  Vicar  and  William  Stockton, 
and  even  the  Examiner's  fiibfequent  Confeffion,  en- 
tirely free  them  from  thefe  Charges,  or  from  laying 
•*  a  general  Imputation  of  Ill-will"  where  AAions 
had  not  declared  it  to  be. 

"  In  one  of  their  Replies,  aJJs  the  Examiner, 
*'  they  have  roundly  affirmed.  That  ibme  of  the 
**  Oergies  teking  their  Demands  by  a  Jufticc'i 
'•  Warrant,  after  having  begun  Suits  in  a  Court  of 
**  Law,  is  a  certain  Proof  that  they  might  have 
**  done  fo  before.  Now,  what  is  thus  confidently 
*•  affirmed,  Is  contrary  to  Matter  of  Faft  in  this 
"  Cafe  before  us.  For,  till  Mr.  Smelt  filed  his  Bill 
"  of  Dilcovery,  and  ff^Hliam  Stockton  had  been  in- 
**  fhuded  by  his  LoTtdon  Friends,  he  would  difix»- 
.**  ver  nothing,  and  queflioned  the  Right  to  the 
"  Mortuary."  But,  without  deciding  how  round, 
or  how  confident,  the  Examiner's  AHertioii  may  be, 
we  humbly  prefume  to  be  ftill  of  the  fame  Opinion, 
and  that  not  only  with  Regard  to  what  we  have  af- 
firmed in  general,  but  alio  as  to  its  Influence  upon 
thcprefent  Cafe :  Our  Authority  for  it  are  the  Words 
of  the  Aft  of  7  and  S  fT.  ^.  Co  often  quoted,  which 
gives  the  Juftices  Power  to  examine  upon  Oath  or 
folemn  Affirmation,  "the  Truth  and  Juflice of  the 
"  Complaint,  and  to  afcertain  and  ftate  what  is  due 
"  and  payable,"  which  /4B  was  by  an  A&:  of  i  K. 
Geo.  I.  extended  to  all  the  Vicar's  legal  Demands 
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before  the  Time  of  this  Profccution.  This  Profeco^ 
tion  then  was  in  Fa£l  unncccflary,  for  the  Vicar 
might  have  recovcr'd  his  Demand  at  firft  by  the 
fame  Method  he  did  at  laji :  Nor  doci  it  appear  that 
William  Stockton  difcovercd  any  thing  at  laft^  which 
he  would  not  have  done  at  firjl.  But,  both  the 
Examiner  and  the  Vicar  have  made  many  Words 
about  this  Cafe^  without  difproving  one  Word  of  it> 
Contents. 

There  is  a  Marginal  Note  in  pag.  107  of  the 
Examination^  which  relates,  that  "  Mr.  Smeit^  in  a. 
"  Letter  dated  November  27.  1740,  fays,  I  have 
"  not  home  to  this  Time  received  any  of  my  Dues 
**  from  William  Stockton,  or  any  of  the  other  ^a~ 
"  kers  in  my  Pari(h"  This  Spying  of  the  Vicar 
needs  Explanation :  Becaufe  'tis  certain,  that  be  or 
his  Agents  have  taken  from  William  Stockton  Tithe 
of  Hay  and  Lambs  lince  the  Time  of  that  Profecu- 
tion:  And  that  he  or  they  have,  every  Year  iince 
that  Profecution,  taken  from  one  or  more  fakers 
in  his  Pariftj,  Tithe  of  Hay,  Lambs,  Wool,  and 
Potatoes,  or  fomeor  oncof  them.  And  if  he  has 
not  taken  his  great  Tithes  himlelf,  'tis  becaule  he 
lets  them  out  to  thofe  who  do.  'Tis  his  Bufineis  to 
reconcile  his  Words  ^116.  his  AEfions  in  this  Cafe. 

But  the  Vicar  goes  on,  and  lays,  "  This  (which 
"  by  the  Way  never  was)  gives  great  Offence  to  the 
"  reft  of  my  Parifliioncrs,  who  are  ready  to  declare, 
'*  that  the  greateft  Part  of  them  will  turn  fakers 
"  to  be  exempted  from  paying  their  Dues."  If  they 
fiiould  do  fo,  'twould  be  an  Injlance  fcarce  to  ba 
paralleU'd  in  Ecclejiaftical  Hiftory.  But  how  came 
the  Vicar  to  know  the  Thoughts  of  his  Parifiiioners 
■pon  this  Point,  and  what  they  arc  ready  to  declare  ? 
For  thofe  Words  of  his  fhew,  thcv  \!&s^  wA  ■^^X-  ^ 
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dtelared.  Docs  he  meafurc  their  Inclinations  by  hill 
own  ?  Or,  does  he  think  the  Infiucnce  of  Tithes  in  I 
Church  Communion  to  operate  with  equal  Force  upon 
the  haity  as  upon  the  Clergy  ?  Does  he  apprehend  1 
that  the  iarne  Intcieft  in  them  which  ailaches  the 
0)w  to  the  Church,  would  induce  the  Order  to  ro- 
volt  irom  it  ?  This  Sugge^ion,  refpccting  his  Pariftii- 
oncrs,  if  true,  would  prove,  that  his  Thirty  Ycao 
Preaching  to  them  has  tended  Htile  to  their  Efta- 
blifhmenr  in  Religion,  and  tliat  the  Benefit  of  his 
Inftrudions  has  not  merited  their  Tithes.  But,  si 
this  Suggefiion  docs  not  certainly  appear  to  be  true, 
it  looks  hard,  and  not  very  charitable,  upon  hit 
Parifhioners  :  For  though  the  Clergy  have  in  Fa3 
verified  it  from  Time  to  Time,  by  following  their 
Intcreft  in  receiving  Tithe  from  ow  Church  to  am- 
ther,  yet  they  have  never  put  into  the  Hands  of  the 
Laify  an  Opportunity  of  Exemption  from  paying 
Tithes,  to  prove,  whether  that  would  induce  them 
to  copy  after  fo  laudable  a  Prefident.  However,  to 
cheer  up  the  Vicar's  drooping  Spirits,  under  thefe 
afflifSing  Apprehenfions  of  lofing  his  Flock,  we 
hereby  afiure  him,  that  if  any  of  them  fliall  ftray 
from  his  Church,  and  come  among  the  Quakers, 
with  fuch  a  declared  View  only  of  an  "  Exemption 
"  from  paying  their  Dues,"  they  fhall  be  fcnthomc 
again ;  for  the  Sincerity  of  the  Quakers  Principle 
will  not  admit  of  their  receiving  Profelytes  upon  any 
fucb  Terms. 

The  Examiner,  pag.  109,  difcovers  once  more 
his  Fondncfs  of  unravelling  Myfieries.  Myftcries 
that  never  exlfted  but  in  his  Imagination.  His  ima- 
ginary Deteiflion  of  the  ^takers  "  Political  Ma- 
"  nagement  of  Confcience  ; "  his  feigned  Incon- 
fiflency  of  what  he  calls  their  "  Inflruftions ; "  his 
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empty  Surmize  of  "  a  new  *furn  in  the  Polic;f  of 
"  the  Se£l  i "  "  Scixmei  of  Suffering  % "  Defignt  of 
"  exciting  the  publick  Pity,"  in  order  that  they 
might  "  literatly  make  Merchandize  of  their  Sufie- 
"  rings,"  are  no  more  than  inviduous  Su^efiims^ 
Tcrmi  calculated  for  the  purpofe  of  prejudicing,  a 
kind  oi forlorn  Hope^  ufeml  in  Difputes  to  Qielter  a 
Retreat,  when  an  Opponent  dcfpairs  of  carrying  his 
Caufe  by  Strength  of  Argument.  But  in  whatever 
odious  Garb  wc  may  be  drcfs'd  by  thofe,  who,  to 
prevent  Mankind  from  aflerting  their  native  Rights 
againft  an  Handful  of  OpprcHbrs,  are  under  the 
Arongeil  Ties  of  Intereft  to  blacken  us  as  much  as 
they  can,  yet,  we  humbly,  prefume,  our  Superiors 
are  too  well  apprized  of  the  jujlnejs  of  our  Oecono*- 
my^  and  its  regular  Tendency  to  promote  both  pul>- 
lic  and  private  Good,  tobe  mlfled  by  any  fuch  Infi- 
nuations.  The  fakers  have  no  Hierarchy  of  Men 
amongft  them,  and  confequently  no  "  political 
"  Management  of  Confcience,"  no  "  ScheJncs  of 
"  Suffering,"  nor  "  new  Turns  of  Policy/'  nothing 
which  "  they  labour  to  keep  out  of  Sight."  Their 
Teftimony  againft  Tithes  is  founded  on  Scripture 
and  Reafon.  They  really  believe  them  to  be,  what 
in  their  Yearly  Meeting  Epiftles,  cited  by  the  Ex- 
aminer, pag.  109,  110,  they  have  called  them, 
jin  Antlcbrtftian  Take,  and  an  OppreJ^on:  And  as 
fuch,  they  advife  with  Earncftnefs  againft  both  the 
Paying  and  Receiving  of  them.  From  thefe  Cbrilii- 
an  Advices  the  Examiner  infers,  pag.  iii,  that 
*'  no  Method  cz'nhz  really  defircd  by  them,  as  an 
*'  eafy  and  effedlual  Method,  to  fecure  a  Payment, 
'*  which  their  Confcience  (as  they  allege)  tells 
"  them  is,  upon  no  Account,  to  be  made  at  all  •, 
"  bccaufc  it  is  in  itfclf  an  ^(ic&rtjlian^a^ins.w-" 
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This  Confiquence  has  fomc  Truth  in  it :  The  fa- 
kers will  readily  grant,  that  a  total  Rekaji  from  the 
Anticbrijiian  Toke  cf  Tithes,  would  tc  more  ac- 
ceptable to  them  than  any  Method  whatfoevcr  for 
their  JJffowrjf,  They  (ay,  (as  the  Examiner  cites 
them  in  the  Margin,  pag.  1 1 1,)  that  "  they  do,  as 
"  they  ever  did,  cfteem  them  (Tithes)  a  legal  Cere- 
"  mony  abrogated  by  the  Gofpel  of  Chrift  ;"  to 
which  their  next  Words,  left  out  by  the  Examiner, 
add,  "  a  Toke  oj  Bondage^  which  their  dutiful  Sub- 
**  miflion  to  the  Laws  in  being  obliges  them  to  bear." 
For  they  do,  and  ever  did,  fraBiJe  that  paffive  Sub- 
mij/ion  to  the  Laws  which  the  Clergy  preach.  Their 
Confcience,  diredtcd  by  Holy  Scripture,  which  they 
endeavour  to  underftand  aright,  tells  them,  that  the 
Payment  of  Tithes  is  Antichriftian  :  For  which  Rca- 
lon  they  refiifc  to  pay  them.  The  Law  of  the  Land 
gives  Power  to  the  Clergy  to  take,  what  they  can't 
pay,  by  feveral  Methods,  Owmoreeafy,  and  Others 
more  fevere  and  ruinous.  No  Man,  who  has  any 
Sefije  of  Conjcience,  and  the  Obligatiotis  arifing  there- 
from, can  fuppofe,  that  any  of  thefc  Methods  of 
enforcing  what  the  fakers  believe  to  be  an  Anti- 
chriftian Toke,  can  be  as  dejirable  to  them  as  the  Re- 
moval of  that  Toke.  Ncverthelcfs,  while  the  Law 
fees  meet  to  continue  the  hard  Necejjity  of  enforcing 
that  Toke,  the  lefs  fevere  Method  of  doing  it,  though 
not  defirable  in  it  felf,  and  for  its  own  Sake,  may 
yet,  in  comparifon  of  the  morf  fevere  Ones,  be  very 
defirahle,  as  being  more  tolerable  io  the  Sufferers,  and 
more  merciful  in  the  Law-makers.  "  The  Fitnefs 
"  and  Expediency"  of  refti  idting  the  Takers  of  Tithes 
to  the  lefs  fevere  Method,  appear  from  its  general 
Ufefulncfs,  in  that  it  would  give  oto»*^  £«/?  to  confci- 
entimis  Suffereri^  hx'Casx  «x.tY\d.tbft  Clemency  of  the 
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LegiJIators,  preferve  the  Reputation  of  Tithe-takers 
from  the  Reproach  of  ufing  greater  Severities,  and 
fecurc,  what  they  call,  their  Pro^fr/y,  more  effedlu- 
ally  than  any  unnceflary  Rigour  can  do. 

The  Jummary  Method  is  attended  with  Power  fuf- 
ficient  to  enforce  the  Recovery  of  foch  Ugal  Claims 
as  it  provides  for,  and  to  fuch  Claims  only  was  its 
ReJiriSlioti  defired.  What  other  Sort  of  Claims  the 
Examiner  may  have  in  view,  when  he  talks  of 
*•  rendring  it  more  extenfively  ufefiil,"  we  fhall  not 
determine. 

CASE    XXII. 

Pag.  170.  1729,  John  BATTERraEt  and  Leo- 
nard Battersbee  of  Slaitburn,  wftrc  profecuted 
in  the  Ecdefiaftical Court  for  TiVA-r!,  Ett'the  Suit  o^ 
'John  Parker  Tithe-fafmer,  under  Bdmund  To^vnley^ 
Reftor  oi  Slaitburn. 

To  this  the  Examiner  produces,  what  he  calls, 
"  the  Anfwer  of  the  Reverend  Mr.  Yates  tBe 
prejent  ReBor  ff^Slaidburne."  Who  reports,  what, 
he  fays,  he  has  from  "  Mr.  John  Parker^  the 
'*  Tithe-farmer  himfelf,"  who  alleges,  that  "  he 
"  propofed  to  cafe  John  and  Lonard  Batterjbee^  — < 
"  even  of  theCofts,  which  they  might  hitve  been 
"  put  to  by  his  Proceeding  upon  the  7  and  8  W.  3. 
"  and  not  doubting,  but  that  they  wquM  he  fenfi- 
"  ble  of  his  kind  Intentions  towards  them,  he  took 
"  three  Lambs  out  of  their  Stock  for  his  Tithe." 
He  alfo  owns  his  "  doing  this  in  their  Abf;;nce,  and 
**  without  giving  them  previous  Notice."  Can  an 
ASi  of  Felony  be  more  properly  defcribcd,  than  by 
taking  away  Men  s  Goods  out  of  ^i&t'ir  Stock  in  t^uW 
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'jUjence^  and  nvi^ut  giving  tbem  previous  Notice  ? 
y^s  it  not  enough  to  ^rprize  Men,  to  have  their 
Lfimbsthus  Clandejlinely  camsA  away  ?  The  Taker 
of  them  being  difcovered,  and  taken,  if  we  •  believe 
the  Rcflor's  Account,  by  a  Warrant  before  the 
Juftices ;  to  prove  himfelf  m  ^itf-,  pleads  that  he 
is  a  Tithe-farmer,  and  "  took  them  for  his  Tithe." 
Tho'  it  doth  not  appear,  by  the  Rcftofs  Account, 
that  the  Tithe-farmer  had  ever  demanded  any  'Rtbe 
pf  them,  but  took  the  Lambs  without  telling  for 
what.  The  Action  as  defcribed.  had  the  very 
"Form  of  Ftlonj^  and  the  Juftice  (were  the  Story 
true)  muft  hav^ .  fcnt  the  Tithe-fermer  to  Prifon, 
bad  not  the  moderation  of  the  Batterjbees  confenttd 
to  accommodate  the  Matter.  "  They,  fays  the  Rec- 
■  '  tor,  infifled  upon  having  Satis^i^on  from  Mr. 
**  Parker  for  hi$  illegal  JB.  And  to  prevent  the 
'*  Profecution  which  the  two  fakers  threatncd  Mr, 
'*  Parker  with  j  he,  by  the  Advice  of  the  Juftice, 
**  confented  to  excufe  y«bn  and  L>eonard  Batterjbee 
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♦  Tbcu^bineUedtbeStoryUfelffeemtebefalfey  for  upon 
Enquiry  in  tb(  Net^bbourbood,  it  doth  vet  *ppear^  that  ever 
John  and  Leonard  Bacrerfbee  applied  lo  any  Jujlice  eftle 
Peoie,  er gave  tht /aid  John  Parker  any  Trouble  er  Diflur' 
hanee  about  atj  Lambs  he  took.  Tbt  whole  Tile  leeki like  « 
Fiftiono/ John  Parker' J.  Jf  there  be  any  Truth  in  it,  'lis 
reafimable  ft,r  him  to  produce  fomt  oth.tr  Perfin't  Memory 
oflbejSffairto  (e»/r»i  hisown,  v:bich  till  then  mujl  be 
Mpe^ed :  and  not  without  Ju^  Caafe,  for  it  a^ptan  that 
£dward  pjrker  £/j;  tbejujlice  named,  ai  granling  the 
fVarranl,  bid  been  dead  above  feven  Tears  bejore  ibe  men- 
tioned ProficulioM  of  tbt  two  B.itterfbecs.  A  Certificate  cf 
his  Burial,  atlejled  by  tbe  Porfon  or  Ctfrate  0/ Wadclington, 
it  as  follows. 

"'  E&v'fdm  Parker  dc  Brffivjhslnu  Armiger  Sepuliui 

*'  yi/ly    17,  l")!!.  ■T<;W !*»>>«»  V^a;.M. 
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"  the  payment  of  a  Tithe  Calf  then  due,  value  ^bs." 
By  which  it  appears,  that  the  Juftice  thought  the 
Batterjbees  injur'd,  and  that  they,  having  made  the 
Tithc-fcrmer  fenfible  of  his  Oifence,  were  ealily 
difpofed  to  forgive  him. 

This  the  Rtiior  calls,  "  an  extraordinary  Sub- 
"  raiflion  in  the  Tithe-fermer,"  but  we  call  it  an 
extraordinary  Clemency  in  the  two  Batterjbees.  He, 
to  lave  himlclf  from  being  Tent  to  Goal  tor  Felotrf, 
at  the  y voice's  Inftancc,  forbore  to  profccutc  them 
for  ^Tithe-Calf,  which  whether  legally  due  or  not, 
is  uncertain  :  But  they,  when  his  Liberty  depended 
on  their  Moderation^  confeuted  to  di^harge-  him. 
The  tithe-farmer^  to  fhew  his  Gratitude  for  their 
keeping  him  out  of  Goal,  feme  Time  after  maket 
a  Complaint  againft  them  before  the  Jufllces,  upon. 
which,  itfcems",  "  they  could  not  legally  proceed" 
This  Ilkgai  Complaint,  he  afterwards  carried  into 
the  Ecclefiajiical  Court,  where,  the  Reiftor  lays, 
pag.  T14,  *'  he  might  be  fure  to  afcertain  his  Claim 
upon  them."  But  where's  then  the  yuftice  of  that 
Court,  where  an  illegal  Claim  may  be  furctobeai^ 
certain'd  ?  The  Ballance  of  Equity  muft  be  unequal- 
ly held,  where  the  Scale  is  certain  to  turn  in  the 
Plaintiff's  favour. 

The  Rcftor  farther  relates  that,  Mr.  CbarUt 
Clapbam,  Prodlor  for  the  "  Batterjbees,  and  an  Ao- 
*'  quaintance  of  Mr.  Parker's,  applied  to  him  on 
'*  thisAffair,  paidhimall  hisDemands,  anddcfrayed 
**  the  Charges  of  the  Court."  But  neither  tells  what 
thofc  Demands,  nor  thofc  Charges  were.  We  ar« 
inform'd  that  he  dropt  the  Caufc,  bccaufe  he  found 
he  had  proceeded  wrong,  and  fat  down  with  paying 
his  own  Cofta,  excepr  the  Pracior,  to  whom  he  had 
been  a  finguhir    good  Client,  might  u\  \.'e\\&  C-^^ 
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remic  them.  However,  it  fecms  by  his  own  Adt, 
that  the  Tithe-fanner's  defign  was  to  have  requited 
the  Batterjbees  Lenity,  in  iaving  him  from  Goal,  by 
fending  them  thither. 

Thus  has  the  ReBor  notably  difplay'd  the  kind 
Intentions  of  the  Tithe-farmer,  by  telling  a  Story  of 
his  Felonious  taking  away  three  Lambs^  without 
Law,  in  the  Owners  Abjencey  and  without  any  pre^ 
vicus  Notice :  And  his  propoiing  to  eafe  the  two 
fakers  by  fubjedking  their  Stock  to  his  own  arbs-- 
trary  DiJpofaL 

We  might  pais  by  the  Rciftor's  Story  of  one  Eid- 
vard  T'urner^  as  equally  imperfeSi  and  impertinent. 
Edward  T'urner's  Servant  and  others  who  ailiiled 
in  (hearing  his  Sheep,  deny  any  iuch  Concealment 
as  is  pretended. 

The  Examiner  obfervcs,  that  ' "  the  Account 
^*  from  the  Eccle^ajiica I  Court  agrees  with  what 
**  Mr.  2^/«  relates  conccrningthc  Manner  in  which 
**  this  C^uie  ended/'  upon  which  we  take  leave  to 
obferve,  that  the  Manner  in  which  Tates  relates  this 
Caufe  ended,  is  not  in  the  leaft  probable  to  be  en-^ 
tred  in  any  Records  of  that  Court :  But  the  Exam-' 
iner  has  a  Method  under  the  Name  of  "  thic  Ac- 
**  count  from  tht  Ecckjiajiical  Coaxt^'\  tou&erin 
Stories  which  were  never  recorded  nor  taken  No- 
tice of  in  that  Court,—— 

The  Examiner  farther  obferves,  "  that  Mr.  Par^ 

ker  will  hardly  be  accufcd  by  any  bcfidc  the  ^^- 

kers  of  having  vexatioufly  Declined  the  fummary 

Method  5  when  it  appears,    that  he   was   driven 

from  the  Ufe  of  it  by  the  Subtlety   of  the  ^tf- 

"  kersy    which    rendered   it  inefFedual."      But    it 

ought  to  be  confidercd,    that  had  his  Claim  been  le^ 

galy  it  would  have  been  out  of  the  fakers  Power  to 
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have  rendered  the  Proceeding  before  the  JaAicet 
ineffeSiuali  and  therefore  he  might  be  vexatious  in 
carrying  an  ilkgal  Claim  into  the  Ecckjiajiical  Court, 
"  where,  the  ReSlor  of  Slaidbume  lays,  he  might  be 
' '  fure  to  afccrtain  his  Claim  upon  them"  without 
any  Exception  to  its  illegality.  The  Rejbrt  to  fuch 
Courts  is  an  Encouragement  to  ilkgal  Claims,  by 
countenancing  Caufes  whofe  apparent  Ilkgality 
makes  them  unworthy  the  Cognizance  o£  xaoxc  im- 
partial Judges. 

CASE    XXIII. 

Pag.  172.  [O]  1735.  Abiah  Wells  Widov? 
was  profecuted  in'the  Ecclejiajiisal  Court  for  a  Mor- 
tuary for  her  Husband  dcceafed,  at  the  Suit  of  John 
Burne,  Parfon  of  the  Parilhes  of  Cajlle-gate  and  Spu- 
nier-gate  In  the  City  of  Tork. 

To  which  this  Note  [  O  j  is  fubjoined. 

The  Widow  Welh  died  fomc  Time  after,  and  fo 
the  Profecution  ended. 

To  this  Caje  we  have  what  is  called,  '*  The  An- 
"  fwer  of  the  Reverend  Mr.  John  Burne,  ReSlor  of 
*'  St.  Michael's  in  Spurrier-gate,  and  Curate  of  St» 
"  Mary's  in  Caftle-gate,"  who  acknowledges,  that 
*"  the  above  Profecution  was,  in  general,  as  it  is  fet 
*'  down  by  the  fakers."  Some  of  the  Particulars 
he  mentions,  but  docs  not  fo  much  as  pretend  that 
he  applied  at  all  to  the  Juftices  of  the  Peace ;  but 
fays,     that  "  Mr.  P^ells  and   his  Wife  liv'd  in  my 

"  Parilh  in  Cajile-gate, He  died  there  in  good 

"  Circumftances,  and  left  his  Wife,  as  I  was  told; 
*'  Executrix.  In  a  reafonable  Time  after  his  Death, 
"  I  waited  upon  her,  and  asked  her  for  a  Mortiaax^, 
"  due  to  me  upon  the  Dem'ifc  o?  Vi«  Vi.\i,^cftxv^ 
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"  She  iaid,  there  was  none  due  to  me 1  'vraited 

*'  upon  her  again,  fhe  then  told  me  as  before ;  how- 
*'  ever,  &id  ibe,  ibau  inewefi  ti/at  toy  Confiiertcf  zad 
"  our  PrimipUs  wUl  not  allow  me  to  do  any  iiich 
"  Thing.  I  then  asked  her.  Will  not  your  Conjci- 
**  ««:*  allow  you  to  pay  what  the  Law  of  the  Land 
"  fays  is  a  jim  Debt  ? "-  -But  the  Paribn  does  not 
cite  what  Law  of  the  Land  that  is,  which  iays,  a 
Mortuary  is  ay'u^  Debt :  If  he  cannot  do  that,  he 
did  not  well  in  attempting  to  puzzle  the  Widow's 
Confciencewith  a  felfe,$s/ry.  "  I  think,  ^jf/  tbi 
<'  Farjbn^  I  waited  upon  her  a  third  Time,  and  Ihe 
•*  ftill  repeated  the  fame  Anfwcr.  I  then  employed 
*•  Mr.  Slav,  a  Pro«ftor  of  the  Court,  to  take  out  a 
•*  Gr^/wn  again  ft  her,  which  he  did;  but  Ihe  died 
"  foon  after,  and  nothing  more  was  done  upon  it 
•*  Mr.  Sbatv's  Bill  of  Charges  amounted  to  lys. 
*'  This  is  a  juft  and  fiiithful  Account  of  this  Matter." 

The  Parfon's  Anfmer  acknowledges  this  Profecu- 
tion  in  general,  to  be  as  by  us  fct  down.  The  only 
mitigating  Circumflance  we  can  difccrn  in  his  An- 
jwer,  is,  that  "  She  (the  Widow)  died  foon  after, 
**  and  nothing  more  teas  done  upon  it."  The  Parfon 
did  not  continue  his  Proccfs  againft  her  after  her 
Death  ;  had  (he  Hv'd,  his  Jujiice  might  have  pun- 
iihcd  her  Objlinacy  with  Excommunication  and  Im- 
prijbnment :  But  as  ftie  happcn'd  to  die,  his  Tender- 
nefs  proceeded  no  farther.  He  let  her  Body  reft 
quietly  in  the  Grave,  and  did  not  carry  on  any  for- 
mat Proceft  againft  her  dead  Carcaje,  as  has  been 
fometimcs  the  Praftice  of  Ecckfiajlicks  heretofore : 
But  that  was  in  the  Old  times  of  Darknep  and  5a- 
perjiition.  As  for  our  modern  Ecclefiajiical  Courts^  it 
muft  be  acknowledged,  that,  in  laying  afide  fuch 
iarbarous  and  unreaJinabU  Proce^et,  tlicy  hare  given 
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Jfuntt  we  fuppofe,  not  the  only.  Proof  oftheir  Ri^ 
formation. 

The  j^ccount  from  tbe  Ecclefiaftical  Court  is^- 
"  That  a  Citation  was  taken  outand  returned  the  2d 
"  oi May  1735,  but  no  Profecution upon  it^"  Thia 
Account  is  fcli-contradidory  :  For  the  taking  out 
oi  a  Citation,  and  the  Returning  of  it,  arc  Parts  of  a 
Profecution,  which  therefore  was,  though  not  of 
long  Continuance. 

Wc  come  now  to  the  Examiner's  Remarks  upon 
this  Cafe.  "  How  ftrangely,  yjyj  i6f,  are  thc^a- 
"  (t^wdiftreflcd  for  want  of  Sufferings,  when  they 
*•  are  driven  to  anticipate  the  Suffering  of  ^6ia& 
"  IVelU,  who  died  before  fhe  fuffcred  any  Thin^, 
*'  in  order  to  find  Matter  of  Accufation  againft  a 
*'  Clergyman,  who  aiSually  did  fufter  the  Loft  o£ 
'*  his  original  Demand,  with  the  additional  Expcncc 
"  of  17J.  paid  by  him  to  his  Pro^or." 

How  ftrangcly  is  the  Examiner  diftrelTed  forwant 
of  Matter  to  perplex  2.plainCaJe?  Is  a  Profecution 
naturally  tending  to  Excommunication  and  Imprilon- 
ment  no  Suffering  ?  Are  the  Apprehenfiom  of  thofe 
Things  to  a  Widow  nothing  at  all  ?  We  do  not  (ay 
that  fuch  Apprehenfions  were  the  Caufe  of  hei: 
Death  :  But  Apprehenfions  of  lefs  Difficulties  than 
thofe,  have  orcafioned  the  Death  of  fome  Women, 
However,  thisParfon,  who  having  an  eaficr  Method 
of  Profecution  put  into  his  Hand,  deliberately  mndb 
this  fevcre  Method,  againft  a  Widow,  his  Choice, 
is  juftly  chargeable  with  the  Confequcnces  which 
would  have  attended  that  Method  wliich  he  took : 
The  natural  Confequences  of  which  Method  would 
ha\e  been  Excommunication  and  Imprijonmcnt  during 
Life.  The  Prevention  of  which  by  her  Deatl\  is 
in  no  wife  to  be  afcribed  to  hisC^emrncy,    "Wss-Vo^ 
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of  his  on^nfll  Demaod,  which -could  not  be  above 
Ten  ShilUngs,  with  the  additional  Expencc  of  fe- 
venteen  ShilUngs  to  his  Prodor,  no  Man  can  think 
unmerited}  who  confiders,  that  it  was  occafioned 
through  his  own  declining  an  eajUr  Method  of  re> 
covering  it,  for  the  Sake  of  profecuting  a  H^idow  hj 
X  moi^fi'oert  one. 

The  Cafe  ii  fo  apparently  indefenfible,  that  even 
the  Examiner  himlelf  fecms  at  a  Lofs,  and  oblig'd 
to  leave  the  Point  before  him ;  but  endeavours  to 
cover  his  Retreat  with  auxiliary  Suggeftions  about 
the  Yearly  Meeting  Epiftles  "working  up  Friends 
*'  to  a  due  Pitch  of  Obftinacy,"  and  the  Widow's 
**  rcfortingto  the  Faithful  for  Advice,"  and  foch 
like  Excurjions  of  his  wanton  Wit^  which  leldom 
fails  to  fiirnilh  him  with  Words  to  fill  up  a  Vacancy, 
where  his  JVi0om  othcrwife  mart  have  hccnJUent. 

To  ftiew  that  not  ObfUnac^y  but  Cow/aVwf^ ground- 
ed on  a  juft  Judgment,  was  the  Motive  of  this  Wi- 
dow's Conduft  in  the  prefent  Cafe  -,  and  to  prove 
that  the  Scrapie  of  fuch  fuperftitious  Payments  in 
that  Family  was  no  new  Thing,  nor  "  work'd  up" 
by  late  Yearly  Meeting  Epiftles,  we  infcrt  the  fol- 
lowing Account  concerning  them,  communicated  to 
us  by  "Roger  Sbackleton  of  Tork,  who  fays, 

"  When  our  Friend  Abiab  fVelh  vras  cited  at  the 
*'  Suit  of  Parfon  Burne  for  a  Mortuary,  on  Account 
**  of  her  dcccafed  Husband,  flic  rcqucftcd  me  to 
*'  fpcak  to  aProdor  to  appear  for  her  in  the  Ecck- 
*'  fiafiical  Court  at  Tork  j  and  (he  at  that  Time  ex- 
"  preffcd  herfelf  in  thefc  or  the  like  Words,  ^be 
*'  Parfon  hitherto  has  profe£ed  RfjpeSi  to  our  Family, 
"  and  both  hem  civilly  ujed  therein,  but  his  taking 
"  this  jevere  Courfe  difcovers  his  Kindmp  to  be  but 
"  an  outward  S6rio  :  Z  cantKt  fay  this  liiperftitious 
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"  Trampoy  jyemartJ,  though  /he  Con/tqumce  Be  a 
•'  Prilbn:  It  koki  lih payir^  him  to  pray  my  Hus- 
"  handoutof*  Purgatory.  She  wm  z  Jaithful  fFo- 
**  man,  and  hud  a  Teftimony  to  bear  agaJnft  the 
"  AiUkbrifiiaH  7oke  of  Tithct  in  general,  and  an 

**  hireling  Mimftry  in  particular. Her  Husband 

"  NathMiiel  fVetts,  and  his  Father  jinthony  Welk^ 
•*  were  iaithfiil  Teftimony-bearen  againil  Tithes, 
"  and  gave  Demonjiration  fufHcient  to  latisfy  any^ 
*'  candid  and  ingenuous  Perfon,  that  their  Scruple 
**  of  Confcicncc  in  that  Rcfpcdl  was  ^ncere ;  for 
**  they  not  only  refufed  to  pay  Tithes,  but  refufed 
"  even  to  rccciTC  them,  for  they  had  a  legal  Right 
"  to  upwards  of  20/.  per  Annum  in  impropriate: 
"  Tithes,  which  for  Confcience  Sake  they  could  not: 
••  receive.  Which  legal  Right  is  now  veftcd  :n  thle 
«  aid  Widow's  Eldeft^Son,  Anthony  Wells  of  Cot^ 
*'  mfi  near  HoivJen^  who  lays.  He  never  paidy  nor- 
"  CNtld  in  Confcience  -f-  receive  any  Tithes. 

R.    S. 

To  the  foregoing  Account  is  fubjoined  what* 
follows^, 

"  I  have  perufed  the  aforefaid  Paper  figocd  R.  S* 
"  concerning  theafore&id  Suit  againil  my  Mother, 
"  and  believe  the  fame  to  be  true,  with  the  reft  re^' 
*'  lating  to  our  Family's  not  paying  or  receiving^ 
*'  Tithes,  as  witne&  my  Hand. 

Tork,  30th  of  the  Month  ,  Anthony  Wells.' 

called  April  1741.  Thuf 

*  Aright  ^TOte&iTiX.  Exfrejfion,  and  properly  ui'dagainfi- 
tht  Parfoffs  Revival  offuch  Romilh  Rubbifh, 

+  ff-'e prefiime  ibat  toe  Kximincr  will  admit  this*  Scra- 
pie again^  receiving  Tttbes^  not  to  it  a  fe,\i-SnWit!&s&.  "^^^ 
aec.  *  Eiam.  pag.  1-^6, 
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^  Thus  have  wc  given  convincing  Evidence  of  the 
Sincerity  of  this  Widow's  Confciencc,  prepared  to 
fuffer  Imprifonmcnt  for  her  Prote/lant  Tcftimony 
againft  xhcfuperftitious  Trumpery  of  Mortuaries  j 
and  of  the  Sincerity  of  a  Protejlant  Family  demon- 
ftrated  by  their  conftant  Refiifal  of  an  Annual  In* 
come  of  Tithes,  for  the  Sake  of  keeping  their 
Hearts  and  Hands  clean  and  undefiki  from  partaking 
of  the  gainful  Relicks  of  Popery  and  Superftition. 

Before  we  leave  this  Cafe,  it  may  not  be  impro- 
per to  lay  before  the  Reader  a  few  Objervatiom 
which  we  have  met  with,  concerning  the  Nature 
and  Original  of  this  Claim  of  a  Mortuary^  which 
the  Parfon  iojeverely  began  to  profecute  the  Widow 
for. 

Sir  Simon  Degge^  in  his  Parfons  Counfellor^  cites 
a  Provincial  Canon  of  Langham  Archbifliop  of 
Canterbury,  wherein  Mortuaries  are  faid  to  be,  pro 
aninide  jalute^  &  pro  Recompenjdtione  Decimarum 
perjbnalium^  &c.  viz.  *'  for  the  Health  of  the  Soul 
**  of  the  Deceafed,  and  for  a  Recompcnce  of  per- 
**  fonal  Tithes,  &cr  This  will  warrant  the  Wi- 
dow's Expreflion,  viz.  It  looks  like  paying  bim  to 
fray  my  Husband  out  of  Purgatory. 

"  Upon  the  general  Prefumption,  (faith  Selden  in 
*5  his  Hifi.  ofTitheSy  pag.  2  87  J  of  every  Defunft's 
**  Negligence  in  Payment  of  his   pcrfonal  Tithes. 
The  Mortuary  was  therefore  (by  the  Canons)  to 
be  prefented  with  the  Body  at  a  Burial,  as  a  Sa- 
tisfaction of  Omillion  and  Negligence  in  paying 
to  the  Church  thofe  perfcnal  Duties  :  And  thence 
was  it  ftilcd  Corje  prefent"'     It  feems   the   crafty 
Priefts  of  thofe  Times   had  deluded   the  credulous 
People  into  an  Opinion,    that  even  an  involuntary 
Subftradion  of  Church  Dues  might  be  perilous    to 
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the  Soul  of  the  Deceafed ;  for  the  Infurlng  of  which 
againft  fuch  deadly  Hazard,  an  Offering  was  ne- 
ccflary,  whether  of  the  dead  Perfon's  Apparel,  or 
an  Horfc,  Cow,  or  other  Thing  of  Value.  This 
.  appears  to  have  been  one  of  thofe  laudable,  becaufe 
^raJitabU,  Cuftoms,  which  Popip  Priefts  derived 
Jfom  Heatbenijh  Ones.  "  There  was,  (fays  Nelfon 
^\n  his  Rights  of  the  Clergy)  a  Duty  paid  at  Func- 
"  rals  by  our  Saxon  An.ceftors,  which  was  called 
'*  Symbolum  Animtr,  or  the  Saxon  Soul-Jhot."  And 
Bohun  ill  his  Law  ofl'itbes^  pag.  152,  fcys,  *'  This 
. "  Cuftom  feems  borrowed  from  the  Heathens,  and 
**  is  too  near  allied  to  Charon's  Fare  to  be  good  j 
•'  and  therefore  I  fliall  foy  no  more  but  that,  malus 
"  ufus  abolendus  ejl."  An  evil  Cuftom  ought  to  be 
aboliftied. 

The  fame  Author  obfcrves  in  the  lame  Page,  that 
"  Coke  in  2  hijl,  491,  fays,  That  no  Mortuary  is 
"  due  by  Law,  only  by  Cufiom,  as  is  proved  by  the 
•'  Words  of  the  Statute  CircumjptB}  agaiis,  which 
"  are,  ubi  Mortuarium  dart  con/i/evit,  andthecon- 
*'  ftant  Courfe  of  Pleading  claiming  them  always 
*'  by  Cuftom,  fhews  it  to  be  lo."  Yet  fo  very  indul- 
gent are  the  Adts  of  7  and  8  f'f^.  3.  toward  the  Cler- 
gy, as  to  give  them  Power  to  recover  by  an  eaiy 
Method,  even  fuch  Payments,  as  only  from  the 
Continuance  of  an  evil  Cii/lo/ti,  they  call  their  Due. 

But  if  fome  of  the  Clergy,  like  this  Rc(5Vor,  will, 
ncvcithelcfs,  profecute  Widows  and  others  for  fuch 
Claims  by  ruinous  Methods,  do  they  not  dcmon- 
ftratc,  by  their  fo  doing,  a  conieti^ptuous  ar:d  cruel 
Difdain  of  that  Favour  granted  them  by  the  Le- 
gijlature  ? 

Case     XXIII.  C  ^'=1"^ 
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Pag.  174.  17J3.  Hbnky  PiARS  of  Buntfbtti 
and  Anthony  Watson  of  SwitUxipe-fireet  in  thq 
Pariih  of  AlUndaUt  were  profecuted  in  the  ^ccU^ 
eftical  Court  at  Tork  for  a  Demand  of  lox,  f<v 
Marriage  Fees,  at  the  Suit  of  John  'topbMn  Padoa, 


To  this  the  Examiwr  produces  "  'Tht.  Ai^wer  if 
"  the  Reverend  Mr,.  Andrews  Surrifgate  af  the  pecu* 
"  liar  yurifdiSion  of  Hcxhamfliirc,"  who  is  pleaied 
to  impart  to  us  the  very  Article  of  the  Prcfentmeo^ 
which  is  fomcwhat  remarkable^  viz.  "  Item^  We 
**  prefent  Anthony  Watjon  and  Henry  Pears  for  bo- 
"  ing  married,  (if  at  all  married)  without  Bamis 
"  thrice  published  according  to  the  Canon,  or  law- 
"  fill  Licence  obtained,  and  for  refufing  to  certify 
"  the  Minifler  and  us  how  they  were  married,  and 
*'  alfb  for  detaining  the  accuflomed  Offerings  aC 
"  Marriages  from  the  Minifter,  being  Ten  Shil- 
"  lings,  and  One  Shilling  to  the  Clerk." 

This  Article,  as  the  Surrogate  Informs  us,  was 
"  In  a  Prclcntmcnt  exhibited  by  the  Churchwar- 
'*  dens  of  Allendale"  but  he  alfo  tells  us,  that  the 
"  Prefcntmcnt  is  not  figned  by  the  Miniftcr,"  tho- 
thc  Caufe,  refpcding  Watfon  and  Pears^  related 
intlrely  to  Marriage  Ffes,  and  the  Churchwardens 
had  no  Intercft  in  it. 

In  their  Citation  the  T'erms  of  the  Pre/entment  are 
not  kept  to,  nor  does  it  fay,  at  whofe  Suit  it  was  ; 
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A  Copy  of  the  Citation, 

AUcndale^  utntteny  Watjon^ 

"  By  Virtue  of  a  Citation  to  mc  direificd  from 
"  the  Archbifhop  of  Tork's  Court,  I  cite  you  to 
•'  appear  pcrfonally  at  the  faid  Archbilhop's  Court 
"  or  Corrcftions,  to  be  held  in  the  Parim  Church 
<'  of  Hexham^  on  Monday  the  firft  Day  of  OBober, 
•*  in  the  Year  of  our  Lord  One  Thouiand  Seven 
•*  Hundred  and  Thirty  Three,  betwixt  the  Hours 
"  of  Nine  and  Twelve  the  feme  Day,  to  anfwer  to 
"  certain  Articles  to  be  objeiSed  to  you,  for  and 
"  concerning  your  being  clandeftincly  married,  and 
•*  iot  detaining  the  accuftomed  Fees  of  Ten  Shil- 
"  lings  to  the  Minifter,  and  One  Shilling  to  the 
"  Clerk." 

In  this  Citation  is  no  mention  of  ChunhwarJem, 
but  the  Minifler  is  therein  cxprcfly  mentioned ;  and 
'twas  therefore  juftly  iaid  to  be  at  his  Suit,  for  whofe 
Claim  it  was. 

The  Surrogate  farther  (ays,  that  "  JVatfbn  and 
•*  Ptars  were  refpcflively  cited  and  appeared.*' 
This  Appearance  marr'd  the  Procefs.  Had  they  not 
appeared,  the  Court  had  taken  Advantage  of  their 
Contempt^  and  proceeded :  But  they  appearing, 
"  alleged,  fays  the  Surrogate,  that  they  were  and 
"  arc  fakers,  and  were  married  in  a  feparate  Con- 
"  gregation  of  fakers,  of  which  they  brought 
*•  formal  Certificates,  but  not  ftampt,  as  the  *  Law 
'    Case     XXIV.  **  requires. 

*  *Tjs  certain^  I  bat  it  is,  and  has  hen,  th:  general  Pra- 
llice  of  the  Quakers  to  havt  their  Ccttificates  of  Marriage 
Slampl  v/ilb  a  P'lve  S'nWlme^  Stamp.  And  did  iktt  LA-^a  e»- 
prejiy  men/ion anJrfqfiire  them  to  It ]0y  iToltabll,  tvA  w.s    i' 


**  requires.  And  as  to  the  ikid  Fees,  they  denial  ' 
"  that  by  Law  they  were  or  arc  due,  and  petitioned 
"  to  be  difinifs'd  and  rcferr'd  to  Law^  which  I  d»- 
"  creed."  By  this  it  appears,  that  the  Court  had 
no  Jurifdiction  in  the  Affair :  Why  then  were  thofi 
fakers  cited  thither  ?  Not  tor  the  Sake  of  deter- 
mining their  Caufe:  For  they  appeared,  and  the 
Court  difmilTed  them.  But  they  were  cited  thither 
to  have  catcht  them  in  Default  of  Appearance,  and 
thence  to  have  proceeded  againft  them  to  Bxcommu' 
nkaticn  and  Imprifonment.  Would  it  not  be  more 
juft  and  equal,  if  the  Power  of  granting  Proce/s  in 
ilich  Courts  were  rellri<^d  to  Matters  within  the 
Limits  oi  their  furifdtSiion  ? 

The  5wrrpf<2/<r  alto  {ays,  "The  Prcfentment  by 
"  Cburckfmardem  was  attended  with  no  Expence" 
But  their  Appearance  at  the  Court  was  attended  with 
Jome  Expencet  for  they  were  demanded  12J.  for 
Court  Fees,  and  were  at  the  Expcnce  of  a  Journey 
thither. 

'Tis  objeded,  that  "  the  ncareft  Juftices  of  the 
**  Peace,  at  that  Time,  lived  twenty  Miles  from 
**  Allendale"  but  that  appears  to  be  a  Miftake,  f)r 
there  were  at  that  Time  Juftices  of  the  Peace,  Sir 
Ed-ward  Blackttt  of  Hexham,  but  S  Miles  from  yll- 
lendale;  Henry  JVaJlell  Virion  of  Bimondhourny  J2 
Miles  from  Allendale ;  and  'John  Fenwick  of  Biwell, 
14  Miles  from  Allendale  ;  alfo  William  Potter  of 
Hawkwell,  16  MWti^vom  Allendale.  This  Excufc 
therefore  is  not  to  be  admitted. 

Tis  farther  objefted,  "  That  Mr.  toppin,  the 
*'  Miniftcr  of  ^//(rni(7/f,  had  found  by  Experience, 
*'  that  the  Expence  of  profccuting  that  Way  was 
"  greater  than  the  Sum  recovered."  How  extrava- 
gant the  Mlnifter  was  in  his  Expcnccs,  we  cannot 
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tell ;  but  he  once  profccuted  Eight  of  our  Fri«i(ij; 
fome  for  Marriage  Fees,  others  for  Churching  their 
Wives,  &c.  and  recovered  by  the  Favour  of  theju- 
fticcs  2/.  ys.  at  which  Time  they  granted  him  2L 
lbs.  Cofts,  which  was  more  than  the  Sum  recovered  j 
and  if  the  Expcnce  exceeded  that,  it  could  hot  be 
very  moderate. 

'Tis  farther  faid,  that  "  Pears  and  ffatjon,  upon 
"  their  being  difinifs'd,  thrcatncd  to  bear  him  (the 
*'  Minifter)  down  by  Expcnces  at  Law."  This,  in 
its  moft  reafonablc  Conftmdtionj  can  amount  to  ho 
more  than  That,  if  the  Parfon  had  "profecuted 
them  at  Law,  they  would  have  defended  themichcs. 
But  Watjbn,  who  is  Uving,  declares,  That  he  never 
threatncd  the  Parfon  at  all :  And  Pears,  who  is 
dead,  was  not  likely  to  do  it,  being  a  poor  Man, 
and  incapable  of  executing  any  fuch  Threats, 

The  Examiner,  pag.  119,  cavils  at  our  faying, 
they  were  "  profccuted  in  the  Ecclejiajlical  Comi  at 
"  Tork,"  though  it  appears  they  were  fummon'd  by 
Virtue  of  a  Citation  from  the  Archblihop  of  Torki 
and,  Jo/hua  Watjbn  lays,  that  "  Thomas  Andrevft 
*'  Pricft  oi  Hexham  and  Surrogate,  told  him  ar  two 
"  fundry  Times,  before  the  Citations  came,  that 
"  they  were  prefcnted,  and  faid.  He  would  advife 
"  them  to  pay  Mr.  Toppin  that  fmall  Fee,  and  then, 
"  faid  he,  I  /hall  write  to  Tork,  and  ilop  farther 
"  Proceedings." 

The  Examiner  adds,  "  How  could  they  be  faid 
"  to  beprofecutcd  at  the  Suit  oi  John  Topbam  (Top~ 
"  pin)  Parfon,  when  his  Name  was  not  made  Ufc  " 
"  of."  This  looks  like  an  EvaJioH,  for  though  his 
Name  be  not  in  the  Prejentment,  yet  the  Word 
Minifier  is,  which  defignates  the  fame  Perjon. 
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The  Examiner  proceeds,  "  And  his  Due  wa$ 
"  ckimed  only  by  being  inferted  by  the  Church- 
•'  wardens,  as  one  Article  in  a  Prejentment^  that 
"  would  otherwife  have  been  laid."  This  again 
feems  n^afive^  for  'twas  that  one  Article  only  in  the 
Prefentment  which  had  any  Relation  to  them; 
lind  confequently  had  not  that  one  Article  been  in- 
ferted,   no  Prejentment  againft  them  had  been  laid 

Thefe  little  Evafons  of  the  Examiner  fhew, 
that  his  concluding  Words  arc  excellently  well 
adapted  to  his  own  Obfervations^  which  indeed  are 
•*  exceedingly  fallacious.'* 

CASE    XXV. 

Pag.  96.  1707.  John  Parker  of  Laynham^ 
and  John  Gray,  and  Richard  Gray  ol  Eaji- 
Draytony  were  profecutcd  in  the  Exchequer  for  a 
Demand  of  about  i  oj.  each  for  Tithes,  at  the  Suit 
of  Henry  Clark  Parfon  of  Eaji-Drayton. 

Upon  this  the  JSjc^/T/Zwr  produces,  "72^^  Anfwer 
"  of  the  Reverend  Mr.  Rigby  late  Vicar  oj  Eaft- 
•*  Drayton,*'  who  appears  to  have  no  pcrfonal 
Knowledge  of  the  Affair,  but  has  been  inform'd, 
that  "  Mr.  Clarke^  upwards  of  thirty  Years  ago, 
directed  an  Attorney  to  file  a  Bill  in  the  Exche- 
quer againft  John  Parker  of  Laynham^  and  the 
two  Grays  of  Eaji-Draytony  for  the  Recovery  of 

fmall   Tithes That  the  Demands  were  of 

long  Standing,  and  amounted,  according  to  the 
beft  of  the  Attorney's  Remembrance  to  more 
than  40J."  But  what  of  that  ?  The  Adt  for  Re- 
covery of  Tithes  from  fakers  extends  to  10/.  The 
Vicar  proceeds,  ''  The  Defendants  were  ferved  with 
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"  Suhpands,  hwt  the  Caule  went  no' iarthcr,"  which 
Icenu  to  be  a  Miftake,  if  the  Jiccount  brought  by 
the  Examiner  from  the  Records  of  the  Exchequer  be 
trae,  which  &ys,  that  "  a  Bill  was  filed."  But  the 
Vicar  farther  fays,  "  He,  the  Attorney,  docs  not 
"  believe  that  Mr.  Clarke  received  either  his  Duet 
"  or  Cofts  of  the  Defendants."  Though  he  might 
have  received  both  without  the  Attorney's  Know- 
ledge i  and  that  he  certainly  did  fo,  from  one  of 
them,  wc  are  well  latisfied  by  a  ff^n'ting  bearing 
Date  that  very  Year,  which  informs  us,  that  *' yohn 
"  Gray  of  Eafi-Drayton  had  taken  from  him,  with- 
•'  out  Law,  by  Henry  Clarke  Piieft  of  the  &me,  a 
"  fat  Swine,  which  he  fold  for  \L  ib$.  his  Due, 
"  fo  called,  being  but  fiven  Shillings,  according  to 
",.  the  Cuftom  of  the  Place." 

The  Examiner  pretend*,  that  "  Mr.  Clark/% 
**  Demands  were  not  recoverable  by  cither  of  the 
"  A£ls  of  7  and  8  of  ^.  3 .  not  by  Chap.  6.  becaufc 
"  the  Complaint  was  not  made  within  two  Tears  ; 
*'  not  by  Chap.  34.  bccaufe  Eajier-Offerings  were 
**  Part  of  thefe  Demands,  which  this  Ad  did  not 
"  at  that  Time  extend  to."  Now  the  Vicar's  An- 
fwcr,  which  mentions  that  "  the  Demands  were  of 
"  longstanding,"  and  iiippofes  them  to  amount  to 
more  than  40J.  declares  the  Bill  to  have  been  for  the 
Recovery  offmall  'Tithes,  which  might  have  been  re- 
covered by  the  Adt  of  7  and  8  IV.  3.  Chap.  34, 
which  extends  to  10/.  and  is  without  Limitation  of 
Time.  The  Examiner's  Suggeftion  of  Eafter-Offe- 
rings  being  Part  of  the  Demand,  arifes  only  from 
the  mentioning  of  them  in  ^^  Exchequer  Bill,  which 
amounts  to  no  Pre>3^ at  all.  Nor  is  there  the  leaft 
Probability,  that  any  fuch  Objcdlion  would  have 
been  advanced,   in  cafe  of  an  Application  tc^  ^W 
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Juftices.    The  Examiner  adds,  that  "  after  all,  h( 
**  (the  Vicar)  recovered  nothing."     In  this   Poind 
the  Attorney  is  reprefented  ai    modeftly   laying^ 
^^  He  does  .not  believe,  that  Mr.  Clarke  receiTed  ei- 
f  ^  ther  his  Dues,  or  his  Cofts,  of  the  Defendants. 
But  the  Examiner^  ikilfiil  in  improving  a  Thing  to 
bis  Purpofe,  pofitively  avers,  that  "  he  recovered  no- 
^*  thing,"    The  Paper^  by  us  before  cited,  of  the 
Farfon*s  taking  a  Swine  worth    il.  lbs.  £rom  yfihn 
Cray^  plainly  (hews,  the  Attorney  to  be  mtftaken, 
and  the  Examiner  to  have  aflerted  a  dire&  FalJhooJL 
To  conclude,    'tis  fufficicntly  apparent^    that   the 
Paribn*s  carrying  this  Caufe  into  the  Exchequer^  was 
without  any  Ncceffity :  And  that  the  fakers  would 
iave  been  far  from  oppofing  the  Recovery  of  his 
Claim  by  Jufticcs  Warrant,  according  to  Law  ;  fee- 
ing one  of  them  was  altogether  paffive,  even  when 
he  took  from  him  much  more  than  his  Claim  by  an 
irregular  Proceeding  without  any  Law. 

CASE    XXVI. 

Pag.  97.  [C]  17 19.  Richard  Alcock  of 
Wejlon  was  profecuted  in  the  Ecclejiajlical  Court  for 
i/.  4J.  for. Tithes,  at  the  Suit  of  "Paul  Jenkinjon 
Parfon. 

To  which  this  Note  [  C  ]  is  fubjoined. 

The  Parfon  being  reproved  by  a  neighbouring 
Gentleman,  at  that  Time  Member  of  Parliament, 
for  taking  fuch  a  fevcre  Courfc  with  Alcock^  let  his 
Suit  di  op. 
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To  this  Cafe,  neither  the  Paribn's  own  Atfwer, 
nor  the  Examiner's  Remarks  import  any  Contra- 
didfion.  They  only  objcdl  to  a  fingle  Exprcffion  in 
the  Note  thereopon,  viz.  that  of  the  Gentleman's 
"  reproving  the  Parfon  for  taking  iiich  a  fever* 
"  Courfe ;  for,  faystbe  Parjoriy  pag.  123.  he  only 
"  requefted  itof  mein  titc  moft  friendly  Manner, 
"  as  a  Matter  of  Favour  and  Indulgence,  to  let  the 
**  Suitdroji."  And,  (a.ys  the  Examiner,  pag.  123. 
"  It  is  known,  that  Mr.  JenUnpn  was  firmly  and 
"  zealcufly  attached  to  that  Gentleman,  and  is  it 
*'  credible,  that  he  {hould  be  reproved  by  him  in 
*'  the  barjh  manner  that  the  Note  reprcicnts  him  to 
**-  have  been,  at  the  very  Time  when  that  Gcntlc- 
"  man  was  foUititing  him,  whofe  Vote  and  Intereji 
*'  he  was  fure  of,,  for  a  Kindncis  towards  another, 
**  whofc  Vote  and  Intereji  was  promifed  to  him." 
But  the  £;f.3m/«fr  might  have  confidcrcd,  that  our 
iVi/f  doth  not  lay,  the  Reproof  was  in  an  i&afy;6  man- 
ner i  and  he  well  knows,  that  a  Reproof  may  be 
adminiftrcd  in  a  very  Joft,  Jriendly,  and  obliging 
Manner}  and  in  that  Senfe-hc  might,  very  con- 
fiftently  with  the  Circumftanccs  of  the  die,  have 
conftmed  our  Words,  had  he  not  fought  Occafion. 
to  "  aggravate  Things  againft  the  Quakers." 

As  the  Paifon,  in  this  Cafe,  ingenuoufly  acknow- 
ledges the  Profecution,  without  ufmg  any  of  the 
Examiner's  Pretences,  eitlier  of  his  Application  to 
the  y«^/c«  without  SutctTs,  orofthcCaufc  not  be- 
ing cognizable  to  them,  or  of  his  Claim  not  being  re- 
coverable  in  that  Method :  We  are  willing  to  con- 
defccnd  to  him  in  any  thing  reafonable,  and  do 
therefore  confent,  that  in  our  Note  upon  this  Cafe, 
he  mayinfert  the  Word  rfyuf^^Jinftead  oi  reproved, 
and  the  Words  todefiftjrom  inftcadof  the  Wordjor  -, 
■    Case     XXVl.  .  ^xv^ 
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and  then  the  iaid  Note  wUI  be  thus,  "  The  Parfon 
being  r^jtirg^^^  by  a  neighbouring  Gentleman,  at 
that  Time  Member  of  Parliament,  to  defiji  from 
taking  fuch  a  fevere  Courfe  with  Alcock^  let  hb. 
Suit  drop/*     Ti&tf/ Reading  being  as  agreeable  to  I 

our  Intentions  as  the  other ^  for  we  had  no   Defign,  1 

in  ufing  the  Word  reproved^  to  aggravate  any  thing  I 

n^ainfi  the  Clergy. 

CASE  xxvn. 

Pag.  97.  i  E  ]  1729.  William  Marshall  of 
Sutton  upon  Trent  was  profecuted  in  the  Ecclefiaftical 
Court  for  finall  Tithes,  of  about  4/.  loj.  Value,  at 
the  Suit  of  William  Emmerjon  Vicar. 

To  which  this  Note  [  E  ]  is  liibjoined. 

William  Marjhall  was  excommunicated,  and 
taken  up  by  a  Writ  de  excommunicato  capiendo. 

To  this  the  Examiner  gives  us,  "  7^^  Anfwer  g^ 
"  the  Reverend  Mr.  Leeke  the  prefent  Vicar  o/'Sutton 
"  upon  Trent,**  who  tells  us,  that  ' '  William  Mar^ 
*'  Jhallj  the  Perlbn  profecuted,  three  or  four  Years 
*'  before  the  Commencement  of  this  Suit,  was 
**  made  a  Party  to  a  Bill  which  Mr.  Emmerjon  filed 
*'  in  the  Exchequer  for  the  Recovery  of  feme  Vica- 
•*  rial  Dues^  which  his  Predeceflbr— upon  the 
**  Parifhioncrs  refufing  to  pay  them,  had  been  con- 

**  tented    to  give  up At  this  Time,    William 

"  Mar  (hall  was  a  Member  of  the  Efiablijhed  Church 
This  Profecution  then  concerns  not  us,  otherwife 
than  as  it  naturally  leads  to  obferve,  that  an  Exchequer 
Profecution  feems  but  an  odd  Method  in  a  new  Pallor^ 
cither  to  demonftratehis  own  Love  to  his  Flock,  or 
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■  to  draw  their  AffeSlion  towards  him :  It  would  have 
'  been  no  wonder,  if  fuch  a  rigorous  Proceeding  had 

driven  away  more  than  one  of  his  Sheep.  "  But,  Jays 
'  *'  the  Vicar^  foon  after,  for  what  Reafons  he  beft 
'   "  knows,  and  I  will  not  pretend  to  determine,  he 

■  "  (Marjhall)  profefled  himfelf  a  ^aker."  Nor 
(hall  we  pretend  to  determine  what  were  his  Rcalbns, 
but  tousfcvcral  fubftantial Reafons  dooccurr,  which 
might  Juflify  a  Man  in  fuch  a  Change.  The  Vicar 
adds,  "  and  became  z  furious  Zea/of  apiini}:  the 
•'  Church  of  England."  Though  we  undertake  not 
the  Defence  oijurious  Zealots^  yet  we  cannot  help 
thinking,  that  the  Ufe  of  that  Term  in  this  Place  he-  ' 
fpcaks  fomewhat  of  an  Excefs  of  Warmth  in  the 
Vicar  againft  Marf^ally  perhaps  not  inferior  to  his 
againft  the  Church  ot  England.     However,  it  feems, 

**  M<c.Emmerfon  often  rebuked  him,  in  a  friendly 
"  Manner,  for  his  rude  RefleiJlions."  What  thote 
RefleSlions  were,  are  not  fpecjfied,  for  which  reafon 
we  cannot  determine  whether  the  Word  rude  or  true 
would  have  been  the  more  proper  Epithet.  As  to 
the  Vicar  (Emmer/on's)  "  fending  feveral  Times  to 
"  buy  Corn  of  him,"  'tis  very  probable  that  Mar- 
jhall, who  had  been  of  the  Vicar's  Flock,  might 
be  more  acquainted  with  his  fFiles^  and  Icfs  fubjed: 
to  be  caught  in  the  Snare  of  trading  with  him,  than 
feme  other  fakers,  who  lefs  knew  him,  and  for 
that  Caufe  might  be  fometimes  impos'd  on  by  a 
Method  which  they  would  nototherwife  have  been 
"  fond  to  clofe  with."  The  prelent  Vicar  iarther 
tells  us.  that  "  he  hath  found,  in  Mr.  Emmer/on'i 
"  own  Hand-writing,  a   Paper,  wherein   he   hath 

"  ftated  his  Parochial  Dues, in  which  Paper— 

"  Marjhall  ftands  indebted though  the  Parti- 

"  culars  are  not  charged from.  vj^wKit  "vt.  -ow^ 
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"  be  fairly  fuppofcd,  that  Mr.  EmmerfbrCi  Motr 
**  for  applying  to  the  Ecclefiaftical  Couxty  was 
**  afccrtaining  the  Value  of  thofc  Vicarial  Tithes,! 
"  without  which  being  previoufly  known^  he  couUj 
*•  not  have  Relief  from  the  Juftices  of  the  Peace' 
All  which  is  but  an  Amufement  of  the  Reader,  for 
the  Juftices  have  Power  exprefly  given  them  by  the 
Aft  of  7  and  8  ^.  3.  Chap.  34.  both  previoufly  to 
enquire  upon  Oath  or  Jblemn  Affirmation^  into  the 
^rutb  and  Jujlice  of  the  Complaint,  and  to  a/certain 
sndjiatewhat  is  due  and  payable^  and  alfo  immcdi* 
atcly  thereupon,  to  grant  Relief :  So  that  **  the 
**  Shaker  may  be  cited,  and  obliged  to  give  in  his 
"  Anfwcr  upon  /olemn  ylffirmation  as  to  the  Kind, 
**  ^antity,  and  Value  of  the  Tithes  in  qucflion," 
before  the  Juftices  of  the  Peace,  by  a  more  juft^  a 
more  impartial^  and  a  more  legal  Authority,  than 
that  of  the  Conjijlory  Court. 

The  prefent  Vicar  fays  farther,  almoft  in  the 
Words  of  our  Note,  that  "This  Suit  was  carried 
on  to  a  Writ  de  excommunicaio  capiendo ^  and  ^77- 
liam  MarfjallvfTiS  taken  up  upon  it/'  But  adds, 
**  When  a  Neighbour  of  his,  not  at  all  related  to 
**  him,  pitying  his  Obftinacy,  defrayed  the  Charges 
**  amounting  to  fifteen  Pounds,  notquefti^ning  the 
**  Repayment  of  the  Money,  when  his  Neceflities 
**  fhould  require  it  :  But  he  hath  never  fince  receiv- 
"  ed  the  leaft  Satisfaftion  ;  and  was  even  thrcatned 
*^  with  an  ASlion  of  Feloiiy^  upon  acquainting  the 
^*  ^aker^  that  he  would  take  fome  of  his  Goods  to 
**  Market  in  part  of  Payment." 

This  Story   is   fomewhat  extraordinary,    and  if 

the  Fadt  be  tme,  .  looks  like   a  fubtil  Contrivance 

of  the  Profecutor^  who  finding  MarflmlH  Conftancy 

would  \\2szg0ne  with  him  to  Prilon,    and  that  his 
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;ontmuing  there  muft  centre  in  the  Lofs  both  of  his 
C/aim  and  Charges,  might  furnifh  fome  Neighbour 
with  Money  to  pay  himfelf,  that  the  fpecious  Pre- 
;ence,  of  having  done  it  for  iWtf^y/W/'s  Sake,  might 
.nducc  him  in  Gratitude  to  pay  him  again.  UMar' 
W/did  difcovcr  in  his  cra/ty  Adver/ary  fuch  a  Fetch 
if  Policy  as  this,  his  refiifing  Repayment  could  be  no 
Prejudice  to  his  Neighbour,  but  a  prudent  Difap- 
pointirjg  of  his  Profccutor's  Defign. 

That  this  was  really  the  Cafe,  is  confirmed  by  the 
Examifuri  Obfervations  on  what  he  calls  "  an  ex- 
*  tTzotduizTy  Specimen  of  Ingratitude  i  which,  Jays 
"  i)e,  (hews  how  neccflary  it  is,  in  all  Dealings 
'*  with  the  fakers,  upon  the  Article  of  Tithes, 
"  for  the  Proprietors  of  them  to  guard  againft  too 
"  Jkure  and  anfiiJpeSiing  a  Tendcrncfs,  in  departing 
"  from  the  legal  Methods  of  taking  them,  left  by 
"  any  rath  well-meant  Ad  of  Kindnefs,  they  fliould 
"  put  themfelves  into  the  ^taker's  Power."  Were 
not  the  Cafe  indeed  as  we  have  defcrib'dJt,  ;;;  -wlat 
Sen/e  could  this  Proprietor  of  Tithes,  by  means  of 
the  Money  being  paid  him,  be  faid  to  put  himfelf 
into  the  faker's  Power  ?  Or  in  wbat  Senje  could 
the  Payment  of  hat  Money  be  called  an  J£l  of 
Kindne/s  in  the  Proprietor  of  the  Tithes,  if  it  had 
been  really  paid  to,  and  received  by  him,  out  of 
another  Man's  Pocket  ?  In  fuch  a  Cafe  of  receiving 
:he  Money  from  a  third  Perfon  without  any  Art, 
tricky  or  Collujion  of  his  own,  there  could  be  no- 
thing for  the  Receiver  to  guard  againft,  and  confe- 
juently  no  Foundation  for  the  Examiner's  piopofing 
'his  Cafe  as  a  Precedent  of  Caution  for  the  Proprietors 
Df  Tithes  to  ftand  upon  their  Guard. 

This  then,  which  the  Examiner  calls  a  lif//- 
■neant  AB  oj  Kindnefs  in  the  Profecutov,  appeals  to 
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be  well-meant  only  to  bimfelf  and  bis  own  Intert 
riot  for  the  Sake  of  keeping  the  ^aker  out  of  G< 
but  a  politick  Fetch,  wnen  Force  faird  him,  to  i 
ferize  the  ^aker  into  the  Payment  of  fifteen  Pom 
moft  of  which  the  Profccutor  had  unncceilarily  \ 
treiratioufly  expended  at  Law,  and  which  vtrould 
ceflarily  fall  upon  himfelf  in  Confequence  of 
^aker*s  Impnibnment. 

The  ^aker*%  Confcience,  in  this  Cafe,  feems 
have  been  fupportcd  with  Courage  to  withfbmd  i 
Profecutof,  while  adting  with  the  Fiercenefi  o: 
hion ;  and  alio  with  Wi&om  to  prevent  his  Defi  j 
when  he  put  on  the  Suhtilty  of  a  Fox. 

The  Cafe  thus  fairly  flated,  acquits  Marjkali 
Ingratitude,  by  (hewing  that  the  Pcrfon  whom 
'Examiner  calls  kind  Benefa^or,  and  a  compa/jioh 
Creditor^  was  no  other  than  cither  the  Parjon  hi 
fclf,  or  Jome  Body  fubftituted  by  him,  to  wc 
Marjhall  out  of  his  Money ^  to  defray  Charges  wh 
the  Parfon's  Severity  had  juflly  brought  upon  hi 
fclf.  Had  fuch  a  counterfeit  Creditor  come  a 
taken  away  a  Man's  *  *  Goods  to  Market"  with( 
his  Confent,  what  Icfs  could  he  have  merited  tl: 
an  jIBion  of  Felony  ? 

What  the  Examiner  calls  the  Lofs  of  the  xvbole  Di 
appears  only  to  have  fallen  upon  the  Profccutor  hi; 
fclf,  upon  whom  it  would  have  fallen,  though  JWi 
P^all  had  periflied  in  a  Goal.  But,  the  ifinoc 
Bird  efcaped,  and  the  crafty  Fowler  was  catcht 
his  own  Net. 
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iS  72)C  Examiner's  Fallacy  in  bis  pntmded compendious 
View  of  the  Cases  in  general,  and  of  each  of 
them  in  particular,  Jijcovered,  and  his  CoocluiiQa 

9      Jbevn  to  be  inconclu^e. 

r  ^XTE   have    in  the    foregoing  Scdion    reJ 
I    .  y  V    viewed  the  Twenty  Seven  Cafes  which 
'     '     the  Examiner  made  the  Subje^  of  his 
Enquiry ;  and,  we  itipppfe,  cleared  them  from  hvt 
MHreprefcntations :  Wc  are  next  to  confider  his 
pretended  Refplt  of  that  Examination,  and  to  (hew 
that  his  Remarks  on  the  Cafes  in  genera/^  and  his 
con^ndious  View  of  each  of  them  in  particular^  are 
equally  calculated  to  millcad  the  Reader. 
For  Inftance, 
His  Pretence,  that  "  In  Three  of  thofc  Qies, 
"  {ijiz,  I.  III.  Vn.)   the  Suits   were  commenced 
"  before  the  Faffing  of  the  Adts  of  the  7  and  8  fF. 
"  3."  is  of  little  weight;  becaufc  thofc  Cafes  were 
cmfidered  by  us,  only  as  carried  on  after  thofc  .^'s 
took  place  j  at  which  Time,   'twas  put  into  the 
Profecutor*s  Power  to  have  recovered  ms  Qaim  by 
thofe  Adls. 

His  Pretence,  that  "  in  Four  (viz.  VI.  XIV; 
"  XIX.  XX.)  the  Suits  were  cither  not  commenced 
"  at  all,  or  not  againll  the  Per/on  fet  down,  as 
**  pro&cutcd,  or  not  by  the  Perfon  named  as  the 
"  Profecutor"  has  no  other  Foundation,  than  ci- 
ther the  Want  of  the  Records  of  the  Court,  wVich 
A  a  2  in 
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in  many  Cafes  have  been  really  mifling ;  or  the  Fio- 
fecutor*8  carrying  on  his  Suit  in  ♦  another  Pcrfoci 
Name ;  or  his  nominal  Profccution  of  cm^  Perfoii 
with  a  Defign  to  charge  the  Eftate  of -f-  anctber. 

His  Pretence,  that  in  Three,  (viz.  II.  Xll.  X VIIL) 
the  Suits  "were  for  Demands  certainly  not  recovc- 
••  rableby  the  Afts  of  7  and  8  fV.  3/*  is  certainly 
a  Mijiake,  there  being  not  the  leaft  Proof  in  any  of 
them,  cither  that  the  legal  Demands  exceeded  the 
Value  recoverable  by  thofe  Adts,  or  that  the  Dejen- 
dant  appealed  from  the  Juflices  Decifion. 

His  Pretence,  ''  That  in   Seven,    (viz.  IV.  IX. 
X-  XVII.  XXI.  XXV.  XXVII.)  the  Suits  were 
for  Demands,  mo/i  i>ro6aily,  not  recoverable  by 
•*  thofe  Afts  ;  either  rrom  the  Nature  of  the  Dues, 
the  Forbearance  of  the  Clergyman,  or  the  ConduB 
of  the  ^aker,''  is  fallacious  ;  becaufc,    i.  The 
Clergy,  as  fuch,  have  no  Claims  or  Demands  upon 
the  J^iakers,  in  their  own  Nature  7iot  fo  recoverable, 
unlets  they  be  alfo,  in  their  own  Nature,  illegal  and 
inequitable.     2.  The  Forbearance  of  the  Clcrg)''man 
is  a  Matter  of  his  own  Option,  and  it  doth  not  ap- 
pear in  any  of  thofe  Cafes,  that  the  Demands   did, 
even  at  laft,  exceed   the  Sum  recoverable   by  thofe 
Afts.      3.  No  ConduSl  of  the  fakers  czn  prevent 
the  Juflices  making  a  Determination,  if  they  fee  fit; 
nor  can  the  fakers  avoid  abiding  by  that  Determi- 
nation, except  by  Appeal,  which  does  not  appear  to 
have  been  in  any  of  thefc  Cafes. 

His  Pretence, ''  that  inr/;m'(viz.XIII.XVI.  XXII.; 
"  the  Juflices  of  Pejicc  were  firft  applied  to,    anc 
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*  cither  refufcdtoaft,  or  the  ^dkers  refilled  to 
"  fiibmitto  their  Determination,  or  rendered  it  im- 
*'  pr»<aicablc  for  them  to  proceed"  is  unrcafonablc ; 
for  in  one  of  thofc  Cafes  the  Jilegality  of  the  Parfon's 
Claim  prevented  the  Jufticcs  Proceeding;  and  in 
the  other  Two,  the  fakers  Mrere  not  blameabk,  bat 
the  Profccutor. 

His  Pretence^  *'  that  in  One  (viz.  V.)  which  it  ftt 
"  down  as  an  £w4fya^r  Suit,  the  Jufticcs  of  Peace 
"  only  were  applied  to,"  is  a  Mifreprcfentation  :  For 
an  Exchequer  Suit  was  firft  begun,  and  the  Juftices, 
not  till  afterward,  applied  to. 
-  His  Pretence,  that  in  three  {viz.  VIII.  XI.  XXIV.) 
"  the  Suits  fet  down  as  carried  on  by  Clergymen  ia 
■*  the  Ecdejiaftkat  Court,  were  but  Prejentmentshy 
"  Churchwardens,  and  two  of  the  Three  by  Church- 
"  wardens  oftly, "  is  a  mere  Subterfuge,"  the  Church- 
wardens being  but  the  Parfon's  Tools,  to  carry  on 
Profccutions  for  his  Claims,  to  fcreen  him  from  the 
Imputation  of  Litigioufnefs,  and  with  a  collufive 
Appearance  of  Decency  to  transfer  the  Charge  of  his 
Quarrel  upon  the  Parifh. 

H\% Pretence,  "That  as  to  the  Three  remaining 
"  Cafes,  (viz.  XV.  XXIII.  XXVI.)  in  the  fir/i 
*'  of  them,  which  proceeded  to  an  Attachmnt  by 
*'  the  ^iakers  being  in  Contempt,  the  Profccutor 
**  forgave  him  all  his  Dues,  follicitcd  his  Releafe, 
•'  and  contributed  forty  Shillings  towards  it.  The 
"  Second  was  dropt  almoft  as  foon  as  it  was  begun, 
*'  by  the  Death  of  the  Perfc  n  p!  ofecutcd  :  Arid  the 
"  Third  was  ended  as  foon  by  the  Order  of  the  Pro- 
"  fccutor,"  is  a  Deception :  For  in  the  firjl^  the 
Profccutor  is  rcprcfentcd  as  contributing  to  that 
which  he  took  Moncy/o  jrr.int :  In  the  Second,  the 
Profccutor  maintdn'd  the  Suit  as  long  as  he  coyid-. 
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And  b  the  Hird^  the  Proiccutor  wisprevalled  opoii 
to  drop  the  Suit,  at  the  Inftance  of  a  ncighbourinf 
Gentleman  whom  he  was  willing  to  oblige. 

The  like  Defiga  of  decavif^  ram  through  the 
Examiner  $  compendious  View  of  each  Gafe^  as  wiil 
appear  by  the  following  Oblervations. 

In  Case  L  where  he  fays,  <*  This  Cauie  was 
^'  commenced  and  ended  in  the  OmJ^ory  Cburt  be- 
**  fore  either  of  the  Adts  of  7  and  8  ^.  a  took 
**  place.'*  The  Procefs  was  carried  on  to  the  Jro* 
priibnment  of  the  Perllbns  after  the  £dd  Ads  took 
place ;  when  the  Parfbn  made  it  his  Choice  to  fend 
the  ^jfakers  to  Goal^  rather  than  recover  his  Claim 
by  thoie  Adts. 

In  Case  IL  His  Frttmce^  Aat  "  the  Title  wai 
**  qucftioncd/'  is  a  mere  Subterfuge ;  the  queftion* 
ing  the  Title  in  the  Exchequer^  being  no  Proof  that 
it  would  have  been  queftioncd  before  the  Juftices^ 
nor  could  it  poflibly  be  the  Reafon  for  the  Paribn's 
not  applying  to  them.  His  Pretence,  "  that  the 
*'  ^antity  and  Value  of  the  Tithes  could  not  be 
"  otherwife  afcertaincd,"  is  groundlefs,  becaufe  the 
Aft  empowers  the  Juflices  to  afcertain  them. 

In  Case  III.  "  The  Bill's  being  filed  before  thofc 
"  Adts  were  pafs^d/*  could  not  hinder  the  Profccu* 
tor's  having  Recourfe  to  thofe  Adts  after  they  wcfc 
pafled.  And  what  the  Examiner  calls  "  the  De^ 
^^  fendant's  litigating  the  Title,"  was  no  other  than 
their  neceflary  Defence  in  the  Exchequer. 

In  Case  IV.  He  only  forms  a  ConjeSlure  of  Pro* 
bability  from  very  improbable  Caufes. 

In  Case  V.  He  alleges  an  ^^r-Application  to  the 
Juflices,  to  prove  that  the  Profccutor  did  not  before 
commence  a  Suit  in  the  Exchequer. 

In 


(  191  ) 

In  Caw  VI.  He  fcreens  the  Parfon  behimi  the 
Charchvrarclcris.  And  would  infer,  from  a  miAaken 
Story  of  one  Imprifonment,  that  another  Imprifon- 
menc  was  not. 

IhCaseVII.  He. urges  "the  Bill's  being  filed 
*'  before  the  Afts  werepaflcd,"  to  ihcw  the  Ne- 
ccffity  of  carrying  on  a  Profecution  for  nine  Years 
after  they  were  in  Force ;  He  infifts  upon  the 
"  Litigation  of  the  Defendant,"  in  a  Suit  he  could 
not  avoid :  And  alleges  four  other  F  erfons  being 
made  Parties  to  a  Bill,  as  a  Caufc  for  putting  in  the 

In  Case  VITI.  He,  fcarce  intelligibly,  diftin- 
guiftwB  between  '*  being  profecuted  in  the  EccUfi- 
"  aftifal  Court,  and  being  prefented  at  the  Arch- 
**  Deacon  of  IVA's  Vifitation,"  the  Confrqncnce  of 
which  Prcfcntmcnt  was  Excommunication  and  ht- 
pri/onment. 

In  Case  IX.  He  would  exojfe  a  long  Imprifon- 
mem  of  a  very  poor  iW;j/?rrE)w  Widow,  wim  four 
Children,  Obicfts  of  Charity,  for  fmaH  Titlies, 
and  an  old  Popifi  Clahn  cf  a  Mortuary,  under  the 
fcigped  Guife  of  Long-forhearance^  and  the  Nature 
of  the  Dues. 

In  Case  X.  He  pretends,  that  "  if  the  Bill  had 
"  not  been  filed,  the  fakers  would  not  have  ftib- 
"  mined  to  the  Detcnnination  of  the  Juftices  :  " 
Though  'tis  impoflible  fi^r  him  to  know  whether 
they  would  or  not,  unleft  the  Parfon  had  tried  them. 

In  Case  XI.  He  again  covers  the  Parfon  under 
the  Churchwardens  Cloak,  to  cxcnfc  his  being  con- 
cerned in  a  Profecution,  dircfled  at  a  Parilh-Mcct- 
ing,  where  the  Parfon,  when  prcfcnt,  always  pne- 
iidcs. 
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In  Case  XII.  Heinfifts  upon  Payments  as  ^'oerJ 
"  tainly  not  recoverable  by  the  Ads  of  7  &  8  ^.  3'j 
tho  'tis  certain,  the  Sums  demanded  did  not  ezceedl 
the  Value  fo  recoverable,    nor  were  the  yuftices  ap- 

Slied  to,  to  know  whether  they  would  grant  the 
lectrcery  of  them  or  not. 

In  Case  XIII.  He  urges  the  Juflices  refufing  to 
ad,  in  the  Ca&  of  a  Claim,  neither  by  Lam  nor  E^tj 
recoverable. 

In  Case  XIV.  He  infers  that  a  Cauie  was  new 
begun,  becaule  there  is  no  Mention  in  the  Court- 
Books,  ofitsbeing  carried  on:  Andinfiils,  that  the 
Siuahtr  '*  was  not  profccuted,"  becaufe  not  peribn- 
ally  ferved  with  a  Citation^  which  neverthclcis  was 
r//i^r;i^^  againft  him. 

In  Case  XV.  He  talks  equivocally  oiz  Man's  Cwr- 
tributing,  who  was  only  a  Receiver  of  what  he  could 
extort  thro'  a  Perfon'j  Imprifonment. 

In  Case  XVI.  He  reprefents  the  fakers  as 
•*  refufing  to  fubmit  to  the  Determination  of  the 
«'  Juftices,**  in  a  Cafe  where  they  did  fb  fubmit. 
And  would  feem  to  blame  the  fakers  for  not  men- 
tioning what  they  did  not  know. 

In  Case  XVII.  He  pretends,  the  Caufc  "  was 
"  carried  on  in  the  Ecckjiajiical  Court,  for  Demands 
^  that  mofi  probably  could  not  otherwifc  be  ^ycer^ 
"  tainedj'  tho'  indeed  they  might  have  been  afcer- 
tain'd  by  the  Ju  ft  ices.  He  forms  a  Pretence  of 
the  fakers  own  Valuation  of  the  Tithe,  from  his 
Anfwers  to  a  Libel  in  the  Ecclcjiaftical CoMvti  And 
alleges,  that  the  Parfon  recovered  nothings  in  a  Caufe 
where  he  excommunicated  and  imprifoned  the  Qua- 
ker for  1 3  J.  4^. 

In 
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*,  In  CAst  XVni.  He  pretends,  that  the  Demands 
ifwrere  not  recoverable  by  7  and  8  iV.  3.  from  the 
s^uaier^  bccaufe  other  Per/ons  queAIon'd  the  Curate's 
f:  Title. 

ti  In  Case  XIX.  He  pretends,  it  ii  "  abfolutely 
•*  falfc,"  for  no  other  Rcafon,  than  our  nominating 
z^-aspro/ecuteJ,  the  Perfon  ahoat  whofe  Lands  the 
^  vrhole  of  the  Difpute  was  ;  and  brin^  Certificatn 
remarkable  for  not  mentioning  what  they  are  pro- 
3  duc'd  to  prove, 

g  In  Cass  XX>  The  Parfon  is  reprefented  as  hav- 
II  ing  no  hand  in  a  Suit,  in  an  Account  of  the  Charge 
i  of  which,  written  by  himfclf,  he  included  his  own 
I  Claim,  together  with  the  Churchwardens. 

'  In  Case  XXI.  The  Incumbent  is  reprefented  as 
i  faying,  "  That  he  could  not  hate  recovered  his  D&- 
"  mands,  as  he  afterwards  did,  by  applying  to  the 
**  Jufticesof  the  Peace,  ifhehadnot  firft  filed  his 
"  Bill  in  the  Exchequer"  Though  he  did  not  try 
whether  he  could  or  not.  And  that  "  the  ^aker 
**  refiifed  to  difcover"  what  the  Parfon  did  not  ap- 
ply to  find:  And  that  the  ^aker  "  queftioncd  his 
"  Right"  to  what  he  did  not  claim  in  the  Method 
thofc  Afts  provide. 

In  Case  XXII.  He  reprefcnts  a  Tithe-&rmer'i 
being  fummoned  before  the  Juillces  for  his  own  Fiv 
Jo/tious  Procedure,  as  an  Application  to  them  for  re- 
covering his  Tithes:  And  pretends  that  the  iaid 
Tithe-farmer  was  twice  defeated,  where  he  made 
but  one  Application. 

In  Case  XXIII.  He  pretends,  "  the  Caufc  went 
M  no  farther  than  a  Citation"  as  if  the  Parfon  had 
Ilopt  it  there :  who  only  defided,  bccaufe  he  could 
go  no  fixrther,  thro'  the  Deaihof  the  Widow  whom 
he  profecuted. 

Bb  la 
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In  Case  ^XIV.  He  forms  z  Charge  of 
"  FaUhood"  upon  Cavils  about  the  Name  of 
EccUfiaJiical  Court,  and  the  Form  of  the 
ment,  in  which  he  pretends  the  Parfbn  did  not) 
though  the  Perfens  had  not  been  fre/tntei  but 
his  Fees. 

In  Case  XXV.  He  lays,  It  ^'  went  no  fartkr 
«<  than  the  filing  of  a  Bill ;"  the  Reaibn  of  whkk 
was,  that  the  Parfon  took  his  Claim  another  Way. 

In  Case  XXVI.  He  only  objeds  to  the  Vd 
Reproved^  to  which,  though  capable  of  z  Jtm^ 
Senfe,  he  affixes  an  barjh  Meaning. 

In  Case  XXVII.  He  covers  an-  unnec^arj  Pn- 

ficution  under  a  feigned  Pretence  of  Forbearam, 

and  pretends  that  *^  Dues  could  not  be  aicertain'd 

"  betorc  the  Jufticcs,"    which  the  Profixrutor  nc\tr 

applied  to  them  to  obtain. 

Thcfc  and  many  more  Difguifes^  Faliacies,  and 
Mifreprefentatkns^  wherewith  the  Examiner  has  la- 
boured to  caft  a  Mift  between  his  Readers  Eyes  and 
the  clear  Truth  oi plain  Fa£fSy  wc  have  in  the  fort- 
going  Section  more  largely  and  explicitly  difcovercd; 
and,  we  hope,  have  fully  demonflrated  thofe  Cafes 
to  be,  not  only  a  Briefs  but  a  true  and  faithfuU  Ac- 
count of  the  Profecutions  therein  mentioned  ;  and 
that  the  Projecutars  legal  Claim  in  every  one  of  thoic 
Profecutions  was  recoverable  by  the  Ads  made  in 
the  7  and  8  K.  W.  3.  Andconfequently,  that  the 
Condition  expreffed  in  the  Title  Page  of  the  Brief 
Account  J  was  juftly  applied  to  all  thofe  ProiecutionSj 
and  to  every  One  of  them. 

We  had  therefore  juft  and  reafonabic  Groundi, 
for  exprcffing  in  our  Preface  to  the  Brief  Account^ 
(pag.  V.)  as  "  Matter  of  Surprize  to  generous  Mind*, 
"  that  Menprofcfling  Chrijiianity^  and  fome  of 'cm 
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-^  to  heMiniJers  of  the  Go^i  ofPeace^  flioald  hf 
j'*  unnccelHiry  and  expenfive  Law-Suits^  lacrifice 
^"^  their  own  Quiet  and  Intereil  to  the  Oppreflion 
n  *  and  Ruin  of  their  Neighbours."  A  Surprize  na- 
^zuralty  arlfing  &om  the  apparent  Contrariety  of  fuel* 

a  PraBiceXo  fiich  a  Profcffion. 

^      If  we  did  £Ly  in  the  Appendix  to  the  £une  Ac- 

■^mdunt^  pag.  189,  that,  "  It  it  not  eafy  to  reconcile 

p.  **  with  the  Principles  of  Chrijiian  Charity^  the  great 

^  **  Uneafinefe  fomc  Men  have  difcovcred,  at  the 

*  **  Apprehenfions  of  being  reftrifted  to  common  Hu- 

'*  manity."     And  if  we  did  think  it  difficult  to 

•'  reconcile  an^iarr«i«  of  fuchProcecdings  (called 

r,    "  by  the  Clergy  Heinous  Crimes)  with  an  anxious 

<^    "  Concern    for    the  Opportunities  of  committing 

,    *'  them."    If  in  thofc  Obfervations  we  had  been 

miftaken,   it  would  doubtlels  have  been  becoming 

A  generous  AJwr/ary  to  have  fhewn  us  our  Error^ 

by  reconciling  thofe  things,    and  clearing  up  thejr 

Confiftency.     We  can't  conceive  what   induc'd  the 

Examiner  to  d«:line  fo  rational  a  Method,    unlcfi, 

perhaps,  he  fees,  at  we  do,    that   'tis  impraiflicablc. 

He  feems  to  have  repeated  thofe  Paiges  only  with 

a  View  of  exciting  Readers  oi  little  Thought  to  great 

Indignation^  at  what  they   hear  call'd  Jhocking  and 

barbarous,  vindiSiive  and  mereilefs  :    But  Men  of 

Senfe^    who   weigh  fuch   Raillery  by  Reajbn,   will 

lightly  regard  it  j    and  to  fuch  we  appeal,    whether 

our  exprefling  a  companionate  Surprize  at  the  Incon- 

fijiency  of  a  CondxB  which  the  Examiner  undertakes 

not  to  reconcile,    be  ajuf^ifjable  Caufe  for   fuch  a 

Clamour,     However,    the  ^v^jfljiner,    after  this  hot 

Dif charge,  of  his  fery  Zectf   \cSX^'^^  *"  allaying 

Dodrine,  pag,  i^S.viz.     ^t  •u^'^i^itj  vi^S\i^^ 

**  ui  to  make  candid  AlK    ^  ^    -t  iot  tWttVc  Excefe" 


"  of  Warmth  and  Ai^rity,  when  it  is  cxcrti 
**  lepd  or  defeat  the  Attacks  of  hgujiice"  B 
flioald  have  coniidered  that  Attacki  of  L^u/iii 
snofl  efiedlually  defeated  by  demonfirating  the 
hcJUcb  :  And  that  Bxcefm  of  Warmth  and  Aj 
do  oftncT  produce  Attitch  of  Injuftice  than 
tbttn.  Such  Excejfes  created  thofcvcry  Attach 
juftice^  (wz.  the  Profccutions  treated  of)  which 
coft  the  Examiner  fo  much  Vamiih  to  cx>loai 
anddifguile.  He  indeed  tells  us,  "that  upon  th 
'*  fent  Occafion  there  are  no  rigid  Procedure 
"  want  to  be  ibftned  or  covered  by  this  Apo 
But  why  then  does  he  make  this  Apolt^y  ?  la  i 
for  the  Sake  of  throwing  it  away,  without  any  \ 
Occafion  ?  Such  Wafie  of  Apologies  may  pi 
the/Ttf^i/ofem. 

TYit  Examiner,  pag.  138,  calls  thofe  Pro: 
ons  "  a  limited  Mtjchttf^  that  afFcfts  thole  onl; 
*'  difobcy  the  Law,"  and  fuppoles,  "  This  iVi 
"  can'i  be  cured  otherwife  than  by  iiitroduc 
*'  general  Incoirvenience''  B'lt  has  not  flicwn  v 
in  a  RfflriSlion  from  tliat  *'  limited  Miichief 
Broduce  any  "  Inconvcmcncc"  at  all.  A  Refit 
iromunncceflary  Suits  for  Claims  recoverable 
out  them,  was  all  the  fakers  xnov'd  for  ;  an 
Clergy  had  nothing  clfe  to  oppofc.  This  Reflr 
would  have  left  the  Clergy  in  as  full  Poflcffic 
every  legal  or  equitable  Claim,  as  it  found  them 
would  have  deprived  them  of  nothing  but  the  F 
oi doing  Mijchief  to  thcmfclvct  and  others;  \ 
Fcuer  'tis  their  Reproach  to  call  a  Privilege. 

The  Examiner  queries,  "  Which  ot  thele  Tv 
"  Seven  Cafes  exhibits  to  us  an  opprejji'-ce  I'ex 
"  Profecutor?"     We  anfwer,  E'cery   one   of 
and  for  this  Reafon,  becaufc  the  Profecuiions 
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nnnecd^ry ;  the  legal  Claims  of  the- Profecuton  be- 
ing recoverable -without  them,  and  by  an  caficr 
Method.  And  whoever  declines  a  moieea/j!  Method 
for  the  Sake  of  exercifing  a  more  (evere  one^  is  fo  for. 
opprej^  and  vexatious ;  fuch  a  Choice  being  dircftly 
contrary  to  the  very  Nature  of  Peace  and  Good~wU. 

But  the.  JEytf«/??fr'8  Affurance,  in  propofin5:this 
Query,  b  obfervable,  becaufe  Icveral  of  thofc  Oafes 
do  really  exhibit  Injiances  of  Opprcffion  and  Vexa- 
tioufheis  in  a  very  high  Degree ;  for. 

Cases  I.  and  II.  pxhibit  a  Profecutor,  who  for  a 
very  Trifle  of  a  Demand  for  Tithe  of  Apples,  Pears 
and  Cherries,  uhdcr  the  Value  of  five  Shillings,  fent 
I'bomas  Smith  to  G<33\j  and  kept  him  there  till  he 
died  :  And  after  his  Death,  fent  his  Widow  and 
Son  to  Prifon,  and  continued  them  there  till  himfclf 
died.     Could  he  pofilbly  be  more  vexatious  ? 

Case  III.  exhibits  Profecuton  fuing  George  Shaw 
and  fFi/liam-  Shaw  in  the  Exchequer  till  they  were 
obliged  to  fell  their  E)Aatcs,  and  alfo  impriibning 
them  five  Years  and  five  Months,  in  a  Caufe  where- 
in each  Profecwtor's  Demand  amounted  to  icfs  than 
zs.  3^.  from  the  one,  and  lels  than  ^j.  6d.  from  the 
other  of  them. 

Case  IV.  exhibits  a  Pro/ecutor^  who  for  a  De- 
mand of  3J.  4^.  kept  Edivard  f^alkcr  In  Prilbn  nine 
Years  and  three  Quarters. 

Case  VII.  exhibits  a  Prcfecutcr  fulng  Robert 
HaUiday  for  l  u.  bd.  to  a  Setjuefiralion,  by  which 
his  Goods  were  taken  away  to  tlie*  Value  of  6o/. 

Case  IX.  exhibits  a  Profecutor  \^iio  fiicd  a  poor 
A'^idow  in  the  EccUJiaJiical  Court  for  finall  Tithes 
,nd  a  Mortuary,  excommuniccted  her,  and  fent 
iCT  to  Prifon  ;  and  when  the  Coi.kr  gave  her 
,eavc  to  go  home  to  vifit  her  four  Fdtiierlcls  Chil- 
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drcn,  the  Profccutor  in  t  Fury  commanded  hm 
back  to  Prifon,  whence  zn  jiff  of  Grace  at  length  dc« 
livcr'd  her  from  his  Severity. 

Case  XXIII.  exhibits  a  Prokcut^r  iiilng  a  Wi- 
dow  of  his  Acquaintance  (in  whoie  Faoaily  he  had 
been  civilly  ufed,  and  for  whom  he  pretended  a  Re- 
iped)  in  the  Ecckjiaftical  Court  tor  a  Mortuary, 
until  (he  died. 

Such  Projecutiom  as  thefe,  when  fet  on  foot  fay 
Laymen, .  no  Body  will  deny  to  be  vexatious  and 
opprejjive ;  but  when  carried  01%  by  Men  who  call 
tncmfclves  Mimfiers  of  the  Gofpel  ofPeace^  the  Vcr- 
atioufnefs  and  Oppreffion  of  'em  is  aggravated  by 
their  manifefl  Contrariety  to  the  Charetffer  which  the 
Profecutors  pretend  to  bean 

The  Examiner  may  talk  of  "  the  Birthright  of 
every  Engltjkman^'  and  "  the  Security  of  every 
Branch  of  Property/'  while  he  is  oppofing  a  J?^- 
ftriBion  intended  for  the  Prefervation  of  Property, 
by  limiting  Profecutors  to  a  Method  of  Recovering 
what  they  call  their  Property,  without  much  Pre- 
judice to  other  Men's. 

He  may  talk  of  "  the  Manner  in  which  thofc 
•*  Suits  ended,"  and  of  "  the  Prolecutions  affording 
DemonflratioBs  of  Tendernefs  on  the  part  of  the 
Profecutors;"  but  other  Men  may  neverthcle6 
think,  that  the  Tendernefs  oi putting  an  End  to  Pro- 
fecutions  dcmonftrates  the  Severity  of  beginning 
them ;  And  that  if  fuch  I'endernefs  proceeds  from  a 
real  Repentance  of  that  Severity y  the  Perfon  himfelf 
will  ever  after  be,  of  all  Men,  the  moft  forward  to 
condemn  the  Severity  he  has  repented  of. 

Had  the  Clergy  in  this  efiedhial  Manner  "  cleared 
'*  themfelve*  or  their  PredecefTors,"  they  had,  in- 
ilead  of  **  an  oiSeious/'  given  to  the  World,  a  real 
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And  fubftantiat  "  Difplay  of  their  Mildncfi  and  Ho- 
■*  manity." 

Thus  then  their  «ry  DeferKes  do  more  finnly  fix 
the  Severity  t^n  the  Defended^  by  being  defiitute 
of  any  Evidence  of  Repentaticey  the  only  Means  of 
obliterating  it. 

We  come  next  to  the  Examiner's  Maftcr-picce, 
his  Fallacy  of  Fallacies,  which  he  thus  infinuates, 
pag.  140,  "  Now,  Jays  he,  the  whole  Chai^  bring 
"  here  limited  to  Ikventy-feur  Clergymen,  natu- 
"  rally  fuppofcs  all  the  reft  innocent.  This  the 
"  ^<iiiff-f  thcmiclvcs  confels  ;  and  others  will  pcr- 
**  haps  think,  that  this  Limitation  of  the  Charge 
**  naturally  fuppofcs ^««/i/'»^  more. 

*'  For  every  ^aker,  as  fuch,  pleads  Confcience 
"  for  Non-payment  of  Tithes  j  the  Refufals  then  of 
"  the  fakers  to  pay  Tithes  muft  have  hfxngenera/, 
"  and  that  (a  few  of  that  SeSi  have  been  profecuted 
"  by  the  Clci|y,  i«  a  Demonftration,  drawn  from 
•"  the  Nature  and  the  Reafon  of  the  Thirig  it  fclii 
"  how  many  have  been  ipared  by  them. 

"  We  may  therefore  be  certain  that  great  Num- 
"  hers  of  the  Cletgy,  during  this  Period  of  fortf 
"  Tears,  muft  have  lilently  acquiefced  ander  H^rongs 
**  of  this  Kind.  And,  either  fi'om  an  unwllling- 
"  nefs  to  engage  in  any  Di^tea  at  all  for  the  R^- 
"  covery  of  nicir  Dues,  or  from  an  Inability  to  beat 
**  theEx^ac^ofa  Contefi  at  Law,  muft  havo  pati- 
*'  enlly  fiibmittcd  to  the  Imiaders  of  their  knowft 
**  Rights  ;  and  mourned  in  private  without  fccking 
"  Rcdrcfs  for  LolTes,  which  however  incohfidera- 
"  ble  in  themfelves,  are  very  pinching,  when  they 
•*  take  from  large  Families,  Part  of  their  fcan^ 
"  Subfiftcncc." 
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This  egregi$us  Dieeption  Is  founded  upon  a  faR 
Suppofition  (however  avcr'd  by  the  Examiner  to  be 
Certain)  tliat  thofc  great  Numbers  of  the  Clergj, 
who  have  not  chofcn  the  fe\crc  Methods  complaint  .' 
of,  have  "  acquicfced  under  Wrongs/'  never  *'  reco*  1 
**  vered  their  Dues"  but  "  patiently  fubmitted  to  1 
"  the  lofs  of  their  known  Rights:'  Whereas  'tis 
apparent,  an  J  uell  kntnvn^  that  the  Gfcncrality  of 
the  Clergy^  who  have  not  exercifed  thofe^/?^'^rtf  Mca- 
furcs,  have  recovered  what  they  call  their  Dues  with- 
out them  :  For,  what  the  S^uakers  refufe  to  pay, 
they  generally  take  in  KinJ^  without  their  fctting 
forth  :  A  Method,  which  tho'  not  ftridly  lega/^  yet 
through  the  legality  of  their  Claim,  and  the  <^4aken 
Submiflion  on  that  Account,  they  pradlife  without 
Oppofition,  or  any  Imputation  of  peculiar  Severity : 
Thus  they  generally  recover  their  Claims  of  Corn^ 
Hay^  Lambsy  Wool^  Potatoes^  Pigs,  Geeje^  Chickens, 
and  other  Things  titbeable  in  Kind.  The  Examiner 
may  cafily  produce  '^  many  Examples  of  this  Sort 
"  of  Forbearance,^'  wherein  the  Clergy  have  not 
loft  any  thing  "  of  their  known  Rights,"  nor  aba- 
ted one  Pennyworth  of  the  "  Recovery  of  their 
"  Dues.'*  If  peradventure  in  fomc  Injiances  and 
iom^Jbrts  of  Claim,  this  Method  fails,  they  have 
recourfe  to  the  Jujlices,  and  by  their  Warrant  re- 
cover whatever  appears  to  be  due  to  them  ;  and  the 
fakers  **  filently  acquiefcc.  Thus  the  moderate 
Clergy  generally  recover  all  their  other  legal  Claims, 
without  ^^Juff'ering  in  their  CbaraSters,''  or  ^'  being 
"  lejs  ufclul in  their  Minijlry^*  without  being  char- 
ged with  **  unufual  Severity,"  or  "  being  cenfured 
for  a  /<r^^/ Defence"  of  what  they  call  "  their 
Property."  By  thefe  Methods  have  been  recover- 
" '  for  I'itbes  and  Church-claims  from  the  fakers  in 
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England  and  IFaks  fincc  the  Adts  of  7  and  8  JV.  3.' 
took  Place,  to  the  Value  of,  at  leaft,  on  a  moderate 
Computation,  One  Hundred  and  Seventy  Thoufand 
Pounds  Sterling :  Whence  wc  may  certainly  conr 
elude,  that  the  more  moderate  Ckrgy  have  not  totally 
"  acquiefced  under  Wrongs,*'  nor  altogethr  "  for- 
*'  born  the  Recovery  of  their  i3w«,"  aotwbolly  "  loft 
"  xhtiT  known  Rights." 

Seeing  then  that  every  Clergyman  may,  and  that 
great  Numbers  of  humane  and  good  natur'd  Clergy- 
men generally  do,  recover  their  Claims  by  more 
gentle  and  pacifick  Mcafures  ;  is  it  not  highly  reafon- 
able,  that  x\\tfmall  Number  o£  rigid  a.nd  ill-natur'd 
Clergymen  ftiould  be  reftrifted  from  the  Pradice  of 
Severities^  dcftruftive  to  their  Neighboujs  Property, 
unncceflary  for  the  R£covery  of  their  own  particular 
legal  Claims,  and  reproachful  to  thtugeiteralCharacler* 

But  the  Examiner  amufcs  his  Reader  \vith  Sug^ 
gejlions  oi  the  Clergy's  "  having  undergone  andy^r- 
"  given"  Lofles  they  never  furtained  j  and  raifts 
fa\i£  Suraiiks  of  Grievances  which  fiever  were,  to 
Ihew  their  Unwillingne/s  to  recite  them. 

He  mentions  "  unujiial  Provocations  to  Severity,  as 
"  peculiar  to  the  Proprietors  of  Tithes,  for  thsy,  fays 
*'  he,  are  the  only  Proprietors,  who  are  liable  to  be 
"  ccnfurcd.for  a  /?^<j/ Defence  of  their  Property, 
"  againft  thsje  wlio  withold  it  illegally^*  But 
whence  do  tliefe  unufiial  Provocations  to  Severity 
arifc  ?  Do  they  not  proceed  from  the  precarious 
A^rt///re  of  their  pretended  Property  ?  The  Proprie- 
tors oiothfix  PoiTcnion*  can  fliew  their  Title  to  tlieni 
fioin  Reaiomnd  Eouily,  as  well  ai  Law  :  But  the 
Proprietors  of  Tithes,  confcious  tiwt  their  Til/i-  is 
indefenlible  on  the  Piinciplco  ofReafon  and  Juiliix:, 
aicpro/okcdtoAdlsof  Rigour  in  oidcr  to  iiitinudj.t«. 
Cc  \;^v,Aa 
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Pccfplc  from  looking  too  narrowly  into  the  Ground 
and  Foundation  of  their  Claim.  For  (hould  fuch 
in  Enquiry  become  general,  the  Confcqucncc  of  it, 
with  regard  to  Tithcf^  and  other  fiich  Ecciefiafticd  ' 
Encroachments  on  the  Properties  of  others^  may ' 
^fily  be  forcfcen. 

The  Examiner  pag.  141.  lays:  "  To  procure  the 
"  Clergy  a  fair  Impartial  hearing,  the  littk  Cre^t 
"  that  is  m  general  due  to  the  Brief  Account  was 
"  ftated  in  the  IntroduEtion.'*  A  notable  Policy :  By 
TrepoJfeJJion  to  procure  Impartiality.  It  feems,  he 
vn%(o  jealous  of  that  Evidence  oi^rutb  which  ac- 
companies the  Brief  Account^  that  he  durft  not 
traft  it  to  the  Judgment  of  an  impartial  Enquiry, 
witliout  previoufly  attempting  hy  Jlanderous  Suggejli- 
ons  to  blaft  its  Reputation.  "  This  Step,  he  tells 
**  us,  was  preparatory  to  the  Examination  of  the  Cafes. 
**  But  fome  things  obferved  in  the  Introdu5iion  could 
"  not  be  fully  ejiabliped  and  verified  till  the  Cafes 
**  had  been  examined." 

How  far  he  has  eftablifhed  or  verified  his  Objerva-- 
tions  in  his  Introdu£tiony  is  fiibmitted  to  the  Reader  s 
Judgment,  upon  comparing  his  Examination  of  the 
Cajes  with  our  Review  of  them  in  the  foregoing 
SeSiion.  ^ 

Upon  a  juft  Comparifon  we  doubt  not,  but  that, 
notwithftanding  the  many  artful  "  Shifts  and  Dif- 
"  guifes"  with  which  the  Examiner  has  endeavour- 
ed to  perplex  plain  Ca/es^  the  Brief  Account  will 
appear  to  be,  as  it  is,  a  clear  diftindl  Account  of  plain 
Fa£lsy  independent  of  each  other,  yet  carrying  a 
real  *'  Similitude'*  and  concurring  under   one  juft 

Dejcription^''     exprefled     in     "  the  conditional 

Claufc  in  the  Title  P age  oithzX.  Account^''  and  ac- 
commodated **  both  to  the  Letter  and  Import  of  the 
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"  Condition  exprcfled  in  that  Clauje"  viz.  of  being 
"  Profecutions  m  the  Exchequer,  Ecclefiaftical^  and 
"  other  Courts,  for  Demands  recoverable  by  the 
"  j^s  made  in  the  7  and  8  Years  of  the  Reign  of 
«'  K.  W.  3." 

ButthciSxJOTiVr,  pag.  142,  affcrts,  that  "the 
<*  Import,  of  the  Clau^  requires  moreover,  that  no 
<*  Profecution  ihould  be  admitted,  unlefi  the  fum' 
*'  mary  Method  was  'oexatioujly  declined  bj  the 
**  Profecutor^  which  it  maniftftly  was  not,  if  he 
*'  was  driven  into  the  Courts  of  Law  by  the  ConduB 
"  and  Management  of  the  ^aker  himfclf."  This 
will  appear  of  little  "weight  to  him  who  confiders,  that 
Tto  ConduSi  or  Management  of  the  ^aker  can  oblige 
the  Profecutor  to  go  into  the  Courts  of  Law,  but  an 
Appeal  from  the  Determination  of  the  Jujiicesi  where 
no  fuch  Appeal  is,  and  no  fuch  doth  appear  to  have 
been  in  any  of  thefe  Cafes,  there  can  be  no  rcafona- 
able  Pretence  for  an  ObjeSlion  of  this  Kind. 

The  FaBs  then  in  the  Brief  Account,  arc  not  only 
abjblutely  tme,  but  are  alfo  relatively  true,  refpei!^- 
ing  the  £ud  conditional  Claujk  to  which  they  are  re- 
ferred. 

The  Examiner  is  doubly  miAaken,  when  he  talks 
of  **  the  double  relative  Falihood"  of  "  Pco&cutions 
*•  commenced  before  the  pafling  of  the  AScs  of 
"  y  and  %W.  3.  and,  notwithfianding  that,  inier- 
"  ted  in  the  Brief  Accoutit'*  Becaufe  fiich  Profecu^ 
tions  were  inferted  by  reaibn  of  their  being  continued 
after  the  pajfing  of  thofe  JBs  ;  in  which  Rcipe^t 
they  are  exaftly  agreeable  with  what  is  aflerted  in  the 
Title-page  concztmn^  them,  and  are,  what  they  are 
there  defcribed  to  be }  for  tb^  were  (q  continued 
for  Demands  recoverable  by  thoic  A£ts  after  they 
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'were  paffed,  notwithftanding  the  Commencement^ 
of  the  Suits  before. 

The  Projccutiom  then  exhibited  in  the  Brief  Ac- 
Count  arc  not  only  ahjoluteh^  but  relatively  true,  in 
the  "  ejfential  Point  upon  which  the  Iflue  of  the 
**  Controverfy  is  placed,"  nor  has  the  Examiner  in 
any  Cafe,  given  the  Icaft  Proof  of  the  Prosecutors 
Demands  exceeding  the  Value  recoverable  by  thole 
jiSis  \  tho*  that  would  have  been  the  Point  to  his 
JHirpofe  :  But  he  finding,  that  the  Brief  Account 
had  ke]f)t  clofe  to  this  Point ^  has  exerted  his  Art  to 
keep  that  out  of  the  Reader's  View,  and  to  amul'c 
him  with  Stories  nr  d  Circumlocutions  foreign  to  the 
^ejfiqn  :  An  Artifce^  by  which  he  has  endeavour- 
ed, with  a  "  ftrange  Medley"  of  impertinent  Matter, 
to  evade  the  Force  of  an  ingenuous  Relation  of  perti- 
nent Fafts. 

Seeing  then  that  the  Z)^/;7^;?ij  did  not  in  any  one 
of  thefe  twenty  feveii  Cafes  exceed  the  Sum  recover- 
ableby  thofe  Afts,  thcjuftices,  if  applied  to,  might 
undoubtedly  have  granted  the  Projecutor  his  legrJ 
Claim  :  And  feeing  it  doth  not  appear  that  the  ^/j- 
hcrs  in  2.ny  .of  theic  Cafes  did  appeal  from  the  Jufti- 
ces  Determination,  it  ncceflarily  follows,  that  thole 
Suits  were  ?ieedlejs^  and  confequently  *'  needhfsl)' 
"  'vexatious^ 

We  never  had  any  Caufe  to  fufped  the  Truth  of 
our  Mejr.oirs.  Thole  who  pretended  to  /ufpeH  tliem, 
have  fearch'd  the  Entries  and  Records  of  Courts, 
which  in  gpnerjil  confirm  the  Truth  of  them  :  And 
fceirg  in  fomc  Cafes,  thofe  Records  make  no  menti- 
on of  Profecutions  which  certainly  were,  they  add 
to  the  Credit  of  our  Memoir:^  by  fhewing  them  to 
be  the  better  Prefcrvei  s  of  Truth. 
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If  "  the  Reputathm  oi  private  Men  have  been  at- 
*'  tacked"  by  a  Narrative  of  plain  Fadts  >  it  rauft  be 
becaufe  tlie  FaSfs  related  had  antecedently  blcmiflied 
them.  Nor  could  the  fakers  Application  to  the 
I^giJIature  for  the  Prefervation  of  their  Property 
from  nccdlefs  Profecntions,  be  injurious  to  any  Man 
who  did  not  fo  invade  it. 

Wc  readily  fubfcribc  to  what  the  Examiner^  pag. 
744,  lays,  that  "an ^yaa/ Prefervation  of  Property 
"  by  impartial  L;i\vs,  is  the  efiential  Criterion  of  a 
"  well -conftitu ted  Government,  and  it  js  the  diftin- 
"  guiftiiug  Excellence  of  our  own."  Nevcrthelefs, 
it  may  be  pofiibic,  that  even  under  fo  exxellent  and 
well-con ftituted  aGovcrnmcnt,  every  Branch  of  Pro-: 
perty  may  not  be  yet  pcrfcdly  fecured.  The  fa- 
kers, gratefully  fenfiblc  of  the  favourable  Protcdlion 
of  fuch  a  Governriient,  humbly  apjilicd  for  Relief, 
from  a  particular  kind  of  Opprejfion,  in  point  of  Pro- 
perty, they,  even  yet,  labour  under.  In  this  Ap- 
plication, their  only  Oppofition  arofc  from  the  Clergy, 
for  though  others  had  alfo  excrcifed  the  Opprejjion 
coraplain'd  of,  yet  the  Clergy  alone  were  Soliicitors 
for  the  Power  of  continuing  it.  It  hath  been  juftly 
obferved,  that  the  Clergy  are  ever  upon  their  Guard 
againft  any  farther  Extenfion  of  that  Excellence  and 
Impartiality  of  the  Government  which  the  Exami- 
ner fo  dofei-vcdly  applauds.  Nor  is  this  to  be  won- 
der'd  at,  for  Hijiory  aflurcs  us,  that  Clergymen's 
Fears,  and  other  Men's  Hopes,  Have  often  fpmng 
from  the  lame  Caufe. 

The  Examiner  goes  on,  "  A  free  toleration  in 
*'  Matters  of  Religion,  is  the  glorious  Charaderi- 
*'  ftick  of  Proteftantijm."  This  has  our  hearty  Con- 
aa-rence,  wlio  delight  to  hear  t\»i  glorious  CbaraSie- 
rifiick  of  Prottjlantijhi  exalted.    But  alas  I    Ho-« 
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ibon  does  the  Examiner  fall  from  thcie  promifing 
Be^nings,  and  inftead  of  proceeding  to  (hew  the 
oniver&l  Happineis  of  fuch  a  l^oleration^  deprcffcs 
fht  Felicity  ot  it  by  reftridting  it  only  to  the  C/kZ^.^ 
fy  :  His  Words  are,  **  It  is  the  Felicity  of  Englijb 
'*  Protejiants^  who  unhappily  diflcnt  from  the  Efta- 
*•  blifhed  Church,  to  enjoy  this  Toleration y«//  and 
•*  entire  without  Difhirbancc/'  Here's  a  De/cription 
of  Felicity,  with  a  Dnpwback.  The  Word  unbap^ 
pily  istacictto  the  very  Means  of  enjoying  the  Feli- 
city defcribed.  The  Fubieji  and  Entirenefi  of  the 
Toleration  might  certainly  have  been  as  well  ex- 
predcd  vothout  that  Word  ;  and  the  Felicity  of  it 
more  magnified  by  being  lefs  confined. 

Had  this  SubjeA  come  under  the  Pen  of  ibme 
open-hearted  Protefiant  Layman  of  the  Church  of 
Englandy  zealous  for  its  Glory^  and  defcribing  Things 
as  3iey  (hould  be :  How  would  be  have  defcribed, 
not  only  the  Dijfenters  enjoying  this  Felicity,  bit 
even  the  Eliablijhed  Church  her  fclf  rcjoycing  in  the 
Felicity  of  beholding  x)ol%  glorious  CharaSterifiick  of 
Protefiantifm  !  How  would  he  have  pourtray'd  her 
Right  Reverend  Prelates  triumphing  in  the  glorious 
Profpcdt  of  Protefiants  of  all  Perfwafions  around 
them,  fitting  every  Man  under  his  own  Vine^  and 
under  his  own  Fig-treey  and  none  to  make  them 
afraid !  How  would  he  have  dpfcrib'd  her  Learned 
Clergy  exerting  thcmfelves,  from  the  Pulpits,  and 
the  Prcfs,  in  fetting  forth  the  Excellency  ot  fuch  a 
State  of  Chriftian  Freedom  in  Religion^  and  delight- 
ing in  the  Enjoyment  of  their  Privileges  and  PoffeA 
fions  without  opprcfling  others  !  How  would  ^have 
defcrib*d  both  tnc  Clergy  and  Laity  of  all  Sorts  uni- 
ted in  expreffing  their  Obligations  of  Gratitude  to 
be  Government  for  fo  general  a  Blcfling  !  Thefe 
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Obfervations  we  have  inlerted,  that  the  Examitur 
may  fee,  how  fax  he  has  £tllen  beneuh  the  Dignity 
of  his  Subjc£l:,  and  what  ai^  ample  Opportunity  hs 
has  let  flip  of  honouring  the  Clergy,  and  of  fetting 
forth  to  the  fiill  the  Ardency  of  their  Affedtion  to- 
ward Liberty  of  Omfcience  and  zjru  toleration  in 
Matters  of  Rcligicm. 

There  is  yet  another  Felicity  of  which  the  Exami- 
ner takes  no  Notice,  viz.  The  Reformation  of  our 
Clergy^  who  iincc  the  Toleration  (notwithftanding 
the  Severity  of  fome  of  them  towards  xYiq  ^akersf 
are  generally  and  gradually  become  more  charitable^ 
humane^  affable^  neigbbourly,  and  gooJ-natur'dj  thaa 
had  been  known  for  Ages  before.  This  Blejjing  is 
alfo  owing  to  the  Toleration ;  for,  we  prefume,  the 
moft  nice  Obfcrvers  of  the  Clergies  Conduft  will 
admit,  that  they  have  ufually  let  boje  the  Reins  to 
thtir  own  Paffions,  in  proportion  to  their  Infiu. 
encc  in  curbing  other  Men  s  Coniciences.  We  truft, 
the  Examiner  will  not  fell  to  infcrt  this  Happinefs 
alio,  whenfoever  he  ihall  incline  to  comple&t  hu, 
hitherto  very  imperfedl,  Dcicription  of  iht  glorious 
Cbara£lerijlick  of  ProteflantJJm. 

The  Examiner  proceeds,  "  But  the  Pretence  of 
"  breaking  in  npon  Citiil  Rights-,  under  the  Notitm 
**  of  Confcience,  can  have  no  Title  to  be  tolerated'' 
Nor  do  we  expcdfc  it  (hould  :  We  flull  agree  with 
liim  very  well  in  this  Point,  if  he  can  but  fettle  the 
Meaning  of  his  Term  Civil  Rights  to  our  mutual 
SatisfaAion. 

He  next  tells  us,  that  «  The  very  Defign  of  a 
•'  Tokration  h  to  ^Tcfervc  Liberty  of  Con/cience  and 
"  the  Potwt  of  the  ilf(7g-iy?r(7^^  from  mutval  Coliifi- 
*'  ons  and  Encroachments."  But  in  this  he  is 
i  for  Liberty  ofConfcienzt  %xA  \\vt  "PiFUier  cS. 
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the  Magifirate  are  very  good  Friends  j  they  ha\e  no 
Collijiom  nor  Encroachment i  ;  they  neither  clalh  not 
interfere  one  with  anoiJier,  but  always  would  have 
fubCfljd  in  mutual  Concord,  had  not  anotlier  Pvtrer 
interpolbd  to  create  Dilcord  and  Jealousies  between  ' 
them ;  we  mean  Exorbitant  Ckurcfj-ptm-tr^  the greatd 
Enemy  Csn/f/Vfic^  ever  had,  which  whenlocvcr,  and 
whercibevcr,  it  has  been  predominant,  would  ntva 
willingly  fufFer  poor  Conjcience  to  talle  the  Sweets 
of  hiberty  :  A  Power,  which,  even  at  this  Day, 
would  fill  the  Goals  with  the  King's  peaceable  Sub- 
jetSs,  did  not  the  Power  of  the  Magifirate  inter- 
pofe  to  check  its  Proceedings  by  Rules  of  Court, 
ProbibitionSf  InJun£fiom,  and  other  lalutary  Prefer- 
vatives  of  the  People's  Liberties.  The  Delign  then 
of  a  Toleration  is  to  uttite  tbc  King's  Proteftant  Su^ 
jeBs  in  Interejl  and  AffeBion^  and  by  the  gracious 
Proteftion  of  the  Magifirate^  to  prcferve  the  Con- 
fciences  of  the  People  from  the  domineering  Dominisn 
o( Church- power,  which,  when  not  kept  within  proper 
Limits,  hath  been  accuftomcd  not  only  to  bind  Con- 
fcicnce  in  Chains,  but  alfo  to  exait  its  Horn  againil 
the  Magi/irafe  :  This  the  Hiftories  of  all  Tim«, 
and  Nations,  will  verifie :  Though  we  (hould 
not  have  mentioned  it  here,  had  ]iot  tlie  Examiner  t 
Attempt  to  raife  groundlcfs  Jealoufics  between  Con- 
fcience  and  the  Magiftrate,  made  fome  Notice  of  it 
feafonable. 

"  Indeed,  fiiys  the  Examiner,  Civil  RighfSy  and 
"  Scruples  of  Conjcience  in  Matters  of  Religion,  are 
*'  Things  of  as  different  a  Coafidcration,  as  tin 
"  World  and  another,  to  which  they  x'efpedlivcly 
*'  correfpond."  Is  this  the  Examiner's  private  Opir 
nion,  or  does  he  give  it  as  the  genen?/  Sentiments  of 
the  Clergy  ?  Wc  fuppofe  'tis  only  the  former,  and 
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that  others  of  them  will  not  abide  by  it.  Do  Scm-.  ■ 
pics  of  Conicicnce  in  Matters  of  Religion  correlpond; 
only  to  the  Things  of  another  World  ?  Have  they 
no  Relation  to  the  Uiredtion  of  a  Man's  Condu*^  ia 
the  Things  oi  tbii  World  ?  Are  not  Scruples  of  Con- 
fciencc  obligatory  even  upon  the  Magiftrate,  ia 
fctling,  hyjujl  and  equal  Laws,  the  Thinas  of  this 
World  ?  Do  not  Scruples  of  Conjcience  influence  the 
Confiderations  of  the  Clergy  in  receiving  the  things 
of  ^/'/j  World?  Would  they, .  could  Suferfiition  \v.- 
duce  Law  to  grant  it,  have  no  Scruples  of  Ctiifcl- 
cnce  to  check  them  in  receiving  a  thir^P.nt,  iiuiuad 
oiz  tenth,  of  the  Things  of  this  World,  Iroin  ;!ll 
other  Men ?  Certainly,  if  with  them  -SciiuiIls  of 
Confcience  in  fiich  a  Caf«  would  have  aiiv  Wti'.-lit, 
they  muft  admit,  that  Scraples  of  Conllicncc  nuiy 
-have  ibme  Corrcfpondence  with  the  Thinr;';  oi  this 
World ;  and  that  the  Examiner  has  advance lI  a  I'o- 
fition  which  "  tends  to  confound  the  Diiiiiv.^rion 
"  between  Right  and  Jfrong  ;  flriites  at  piil)!:;!c 
"  Peace  and  Order,  by  rendering  every  Mjji's  I*;;1- 
"  fertions  precarious,  and  dependent  upon"  arhitrarv 
Will  and  Power,  which,  unreiirain'd  by  Scnipl'-i;  of 
Confcience  in  the  Confideration  of  the  Things  of 
this  World,  would  he  perJ'cB  T'yraimy. 

When  a  Condudl,  like  that  of  foine  of  the  Clergy 
towards  us,  is  defended  by  Afierlions  that  ftrike  at 
the  Principles  of  Morality,  can  thofe  who  endeavour 
to  render  Chriftianity  contemptible  wiHi  for  fairer 
Opportunities?  No.  And  wc  are  not  finguLr  in 
believing,  that  their  Behaviour  in  this  RcfneCl  has 
contributed  not  a  little  to  promote  that  genera!  Incli- 
nation to  Libertinijni,  which ^o*/  Afiviof  every  Per- 
Juafion  obfcrve  with  tlie  decpcft  Regret.  With 
what  Face  can  they  urge  thofe    At'gcv'iwe.WA  -i-j^iw-^ 
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^hich  when  thcmfclves  arc  conccm'd,  arc  dettned ' 
itiTaltd  ?  Or  appeal  to  the  Judgment  of  SCriptdie 
and  Confciencc,  whofe  Decifions  they  refiife  to 
abide  by,  when  their  Intcreft  is  conccm'd. 

The  Exsmi/ur  may  talk  of  **  giving  Um^age  to 
"  the  Civil  Magiftratc,"  while  himiclf  is  treating 
the  Civil  Magiftratc  with  fo  little  Reipeft,  as  to  in- 
finuatc,  that  Conjcience^  the  Direftor  of  every  joft 
and  righteous  Determination,  has  no  Place  or  Cbo- 
Cern  in  his  Confideration  of  Civil  Rights. 

He  ieemi  however  to  be  of  Opinion,  that  the  re- 
ferring Scruples  of  Confcicnce  in  Matters  of  Rcli-- 
gion  to  another  World,  would  beft  iccure  to  the 
Clergy  the  peaceable  Enjoyment  of  Tithes  in  tins. 
But  though  he  may  wiih  fiich  Scmples  of  Confci- 
cnce to  have  no  Corrclbondcnce  with  any  Cafe  re- 
lating to  Tithes,  or  Church-claims,  yet  they  may  1 
be  very  ufcful  in  regulating  Men's  Condudl  rcfoeift- 
ing  the  other  Things  of  this  World,  and  generally 
beneficial  to  human  Society :  For  which  Reafbn  he 
is  defircd  to  permit  them  ftill  to  corrcipond  with  the 
.other  Things  of  this  World,  for  the  Sake  of  all 
other  Men's  Properties,  to  which  they  are  never 
preiudicial. 

The  Examiner^  pag.  145,  cites  a  Paflage  of  Ro- 
bert Barclay,  laying,  "  We  arc  far  from  joining 
"  with,  or  ftrcngthning,  fuch  Libertines  as  would 
**  ftrctch  the  Liberty  of  their  Conicienccs  to  the 
**  Prejudice  of  their  Neighbours,  or  to  the  Ruin  of 
*'  human  Society,"  with  which  he  pretends,  "  the 

"  Pradice  of  the  fakers  is  irrcconcileable ■ 

■'  fince  under  the  Notion  of  Confciencc  they  do 
*'  prqudice  their  Neighbour,  by  detaining  as  their 
*'  own,  what  the  Statutes  of  the  Realm  mvc  made 
«  bis." 
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That  the  Statutes  of  the  Realm  hive  given  him  a 
Power  to  recover  Tithes,  we  admit ;  iMt  that  the 
Statutes  have  made  them  his,  we  admit  not  We 
efteem  them  ilill  our  cwn^  and  lb  does  the  Law 
which  requires  us  UiJ'et  them  forth.  This  wc  refufe, 
becaufc  wc  believe  it  forbidden  by  the  Chriftian  Re- 
ligion, which  hath  abolished  the  Payment  of  Tithes. 
Will  ,the  Examiner  folvc  us  this  (hort  Query  ?  Can 
Hbt^tatutesoi  the  Realm  juftify  a  Man  in  the  Sight 
of  God,  in  doing  that  which  lie  believes  the  Go/pel 
of  Chrift  forbids  ?  When  he  ihall  have  given  us  x 
diredl  Anfwer  to  this  Query,  we  doubt  not  to  ihew, 
that  our  detaming  Tithes  is  very  reconcileable  with 
what  Robert  Barclay  hath  declared. 

The  Examiner  adds,  "  and  for  which  he  is  taxed 
"  by  the  ConJIitution''  'Tis  hop'd  he  don't  repine 
at  that,  nor  gmdge  the  Conjiitution  a  fmall  Part  of 
what  it  grants  him  Leave  to  take  out  of  other  Men's 
Stock  and  Labour.  'Tis  certainly  not  lefs  rcafonablc 
to  tax  the  Parlbn'b  free  Income,  than  the  dear- 
bought  Eilates  of  other  Men.  But,  probably,  upon 
Enquiry,  it  may  appear,  that  few,  if  any,  of  the 
Parions  are  taxed  for  the  fakers  Tithes :  For  wc 
apprehend,  that  generally  in  AflciTments  the  Parfon's 
'Tithes  are  very  much  under-rated,  and  that,  in 
moll  Parillie!^,  though  all  his  Claim  from  the  ^i/tf- 
i^rj  were  firft  deducted,  he  would  nevcrthclefi  have 
much  more  Tithes  totake,  than  what  he  is  taxed  bV 
the  Conllitution  for. 

"  They  (the  fakers)  adds  the  Examiner,  aifta 
**  to  be  difcontented,  and  grow  angry  with  their 
"  Superiors,  if  they  arc  not  countenanced  beyond 
"  all  other  Englijh  Subjeias."  This,  we  fear,  is 
fomethingworfe  than  a  Miftake  of  the  Examiner ^ 
becauic  hr.  appears  converCint  ^vitli  our  Ye».^^- 
D  d  z  Vyt's.'wN^ 
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Meeting  Epiftlcs,  by  his  fevcral  Times  citing  them, 
and  if  lb,  he  can't  be  ignorant,  that  the  diredt  con- 
trary to  what  he  here  afferts,  is  true,  and  that  the 
^^akers  affed:  to  be  contented^  and  not  at    all  impa- 
tient nor  angry  with  their  Superiors,  even  under  the 
greateft  Di^ppointments  of  their    moft   juft  and 
.moil  reafonable  Requefts.     This  may  appear  by  the 
Advice  given  in  their  general  Epiftle  in  1736,  foon 
after  the  Lofs  of  their  Bill  in  Parliament,  s»z. 
A  meek  and  quiet  Spirit  under  temporal  Inconve- 
niences, for  the  Sake  of  our  Chriftian  Teftimony, 
is  one  of  the  beft  Proofs  of  our  Sincerity  therein, 
**  and  may  be  a  Means  of  cffedually  recommend- 
ing us  to  the  Compadien  of  thoie   whom  God 
has  placed  in  Authority  over  us,  to  whofc  Hanck 
He  has  committed  the  Power  of  giving  us  Relief, 
**  and  from  whom  it  becometh  us  to  feck  it  with 
**  Humility  and  Patience.^'     We  doubt  not  but  this 
general  Advice ^  by  them  given  at  fuch  a  Time,  will 
fully  acquit  them  of  the  Charge  of  "  affedting  to  'oe 
diljcontented,  and  growing  angry  with  their  Supe- 
periars.^'     As  little  are  they  julHy  chargeable  with 
holding  an  Opinion  repugnant  to  the  Laws  of  So- 
ciety, and  in  its  Tendency  inconfirtent  with  the 
End  of  Government,"  except  the  Examiner  hcit 
intends  the  "  Laws  of  a  Society"  who  have  Interclts 
feparatefrom  the  Reft   of  Mankind,  and  a   *' Go- 
*^  vernment"  where  Ecclefiafticks  bear  Rule. 

Tlic  next  Thing  the  ExamifW\  pag.  146,  takes 
Notice  of,  is  a  I  affage  in  our  Vindication  of  the 
Brief  Account^  in  Anfvv'er  to  an  Examination  of  it, 
in  Behalf  of  the  Clergy  of  the  Dioceie  of  Licljicld 
and  Co^centry^  where  fpeaking  of  the  Jummary  Me- 
tljod  granted  for  the  Recovery  of  Tithes  by  Jufticcs 
■Warrant,  we  fay,  that  it  "  is  a  peculiar  Indulgence 
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"  not  allow' (1  to  any  other  Efl^/^/Zi  Subjefls ;  Tome 
"  of  whom  have  obfcrv'd,  that  it  would  have  lookt 
*'  decent  and  well  becoming  the  Clergy,  had  they, 
"  in  their  laic  Wriiii.gs  on  thisSubjed,  taken  fome 
"  Opportunities oi  ix^^.ctring their  Gratitude  to  the 
**  Governnn.ni  for  lo  peculiar  a  Privilege."  This 
the  Examiner  ancmp\&  to  retort  upon  us,  but  with- 
out Rculbn,  bccaule  'tis  what  we  have  ever  praftiled, 
an  Inftaiice  of  which  occurs  in  the  Yearly  Epiftle 
lali  quoted,  wherein  is  a  general  Exhortation  to  a 
ConduSf  agreeable  to  tliat  "  Gratimde,  which  we 
"  as  a  People  ought  to  expreft  tu-.vaiiis  a  Govcrn- 
■*'  ment,  to  whole  L,enity  ^r.d  Goodnds  we  are 
"  obliged  for  the  Privik;„fca  wc  enjoy."  So  that  we 
arc  in  this  point  befori-iiand  with  the  Bxaminer. 
However,  hid  Docility  lias  taken  the  liint  we  gave, 
and  he  now  lays,  pag.  146.  in  thu  Margin,  that 
V  The  Clergy,  it  is  hoped,  are  duly  fcnfible  of 
*'  pubilck  Favour  and  PtoUtlion,  and  will  lay  hold 
'■  of  all  fitting  Opportunities  to  tleinonlbute  their 
"  giatciulScnfe  of  ^?/j,  by  a  lleady  Attachment  to 
■'  the  Pkesknt  Royal  FAr.iij,Y,  who  arc,  under 
"  Gud,  the  cliicf  Security  of  our  Religious,  ?.s  wcU 
"  as  of  our  Civil  Liberties."  Thi^  is  very  well 
j'poken,  and  ihc  Reader  is  by  no  means  obliged  lo 
elleem  it  the  lijs  fiijcerc,  for  its  being  the  Confc- 
qucnte  of  our  Moniiioii. 

"Cis  evident,  that  the  ^ui/u-rs  have  always,  both 
exprelTcd  and  praclifed  towards  the  Government 
'•  that  Humility,  Dc-ferencf,  and  SubmiJJioti,  whidi 
'■  is  agreeable  to  the  Proftllion  of  a  meek,  patient^ 
''  x.r\d  peaceiible  People."  But  the  Exajnincr  fcenis 
to  expect  then-  fiumilitv.  Deference  and  Suh/iiJJmi 
towards  the  Clergy,  of  which  they  have  notcxprcfs'd 
enuiigh  to  plcife  him. 
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The  ^efpeB  of  the  ^^akers  towards  Cldrgyim, 
is  indeed  lingular,  being  purely  and  only  for  their 
Virtue,  to  which,  if  ^JVtf/ to  other  Men's,  they  pay 
e^al  Regard ;  but,  it  otherwiie,  their  aiiuming  a' 
T;//f  beyond  their  Mfr//,  attraas  from  the  ^^ken 
but  little  Efieem. 

We  have,  we  think,  in   the  foregoing   Scaioni 
fiifficicntly  fupported  the  Credit  of  the  Brief  Account, 
by  fhewing,  that  it  was  drawn  up  with   *  *  thatjirid 
•*  Faime/Sy  that  rigid  Honefly^  and  that  open  Ingenuity^ 
which  ought  to  attend  a  reafonablc,  juft,   and  artleft, 
Itemonjirance  of  real  Grievances  to  the  LfCgiilature ; 
and  in  a  **  Style  and  Spirit"   cxprcfling  the  Jujiici 
as  well  as  the  Mercy  of  redrcfling  them.     This  the 
Examiner  diflikes :  He  would  rather  chuie  to  fee  us 
applying  to  the  Clergy  with  Deference  and  Submijfion, 
fccking  to  "  raife  Compaffion,'*  and  to  "  create  a 
•*  Sort  of  indulgent  Tendernefs"  in  them   towards 
us:  But,  in  this  he  muft  excufe  us,  who  cannot 
tbiftk  it  prudent  to  lay  our  fclvesatthe  Feet  of  thofe 
who  have  formerly  trod  upon  us :  Common  Reafon 
fhcws  what    "Sort  of  indulgent  Tcndemeis"   we 
may  expedt  from  thofe  who  infift  upon  the  many 
Trofecutims    and  Intprifonments  fuftained    by   our 
Friends,  as  fb  many  *  Injiances  of  their  Gentlenefs : 
And  who,  in  all  the  Cafes  they  have  hitherto  ex- 
amined, have  not  met  with  one  that  comes  up  to 
their  Standard  of  Compaflion.     This  Sort  of  Tcn- 
dcrnefs  the  Examiner  propofes  for  our  "  ciFedtual 
**  Security  againft  all  Inconveniences  ;  '^    but  we, 
judging  that  Security  to  be  indeed  inefieftual,  dare 
not  confide  in  it.     This  looks  fo  much   like  the 
Fetch  of  the  Lien  in  the  Fable,  that  we  cannot  but 
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!  imitate  the  Cbnduffc  of  tbofe  Creatures  that  vnSAf 
kept  out  of  his  Paws, 

As  to  the  Objcdion  of  a  SelJ-intereJied  Tenet,  we 
have  fiilly  fpoken  to  it  in  our  IntroduSHon,  pag.-  3, 
4,  foregoing,  and  placed  it  where  wc  fuppoie  it  to 
be  juftly  applicable.  The  faving  Caveat  he  enters 
againft  this  *'  abfurd  Self-interefted  Tenet,  which,  of 
*f  it  fclf,  would  deftroy  the  Credit  of  any  other  Set 
*'  of  Men  that  fhould  pretend  to  adopt  it,"  defervct 
fome  Notice.  Whence  is  it,  that  it  has  not  dc- 
ftroy'd  our  Credit,  and  yet  it  would  af&<S  any  other 
Set  ?  We  give  this  Anfwer,  and  bclle^-e  it  a  juft 
one.  That  the  Credit  of  any  Set  of  Men,  who  ad 
apon  a  Bottom  of  confcientious  Sincerity,  which  we 
aver  to  have  been  our  Cafe,  cannot  be  dcflroyed,  be 
thofe  who  attempt  it  never  io  powerful  j  and  that 
the  Credit  of  thofe,  who  aft  upon  any  other  Viewi, 
cannot  be  maintained,  htthcix  Advocaies  never  ia 
well  qualified. 

The  Examiner  pag.  147.  mentions  "  the  painful 
**  iTi/J  of  examining  any  Portion  of  the  Bnef  Ac- 
*'  count."  A  Difficulty,  arifing  only  frcwn  the 
7ru/i6ofthat  Account ,  which,  as  we  have  ihewn, 
he  has  in  vain  endeavoured  to  perplex  with  Imagi- 
nary "  Omi^enSf  counterfeit  Concealments"  and 
jeigned  Imputations  of  "  FaKhood."  But  fuch 
"  wretched  Subtiltics"  when  oppofcd  to  plain  Hon- 
'fiy%  o"h  difcover  their  own  Weahiefs,  or  ibmething 
•mrfe. 

In  the  fame  "Page  he  (ays,  '*  The  Plan  laid  down 
*'  for  this  Enquiry,  and  clofcly  purfued  in  all  the 
*'  Parts  of  it,  was  to  learn  all  that  could  be  known^ 
"  and  to  publifh  all  that  could  be  learnt  concerning 
«*  each  Cafe." 


(  2i6  ) 

Had  he;  as  other  Workmen  ufiially  c?o,  produced 
this  Plan  zxfrj}^  as  a  Specimen  of  his   intended  Per- 
formance, no  Man  of  Judgment  would  Jiave  advis'd 
him  to  copy  after  it  j   becaufe  it  muft  naturally  lead 
to  ^CoUeSiion  of  Matter  not  fit  to  be  publifli'd  :   A 
Colleciion  oi crude ^  indigcded,  and  impertinent  Sforia. 
as  we  have  flicwn  a  great  Part  of  his  Publication  u 
be :  A  ColleSlion  oi Mtftnformiftions^    many  of  which, 
not  only    "  poffibly   may/'    but  necclllirily   muft, 
"  happen"  in  learning   all   that  could    be    known, 
^^  about   the   little    incidents   of    obfcurc   remote 
*'  Tranlaclions/'  which  whether  kncwn  or  anknt^ucn 
might  be  equally  infignificant.     Such    a   ColleSion, 
the  Examiner^   by  "   pubiilhing  all    that  could  be 
learnt,"  has  oblig'd  the  World  with.  He  may  talk  of 
"  the   Incumbents    in   tlieir  Anjivers^    enumerating 
*^  every  Circumftance  with   the   moft    undilguiicd 
"  plainnclV  and  that   "  all  along,    where  they  do 
"  not  fpeak  from  their  own  Knowledge,  tliey  point 
"  out  the  Source  of  their  Intelligence,"    while  we 
have  fliewn  that  many  of  thole  Circu?njlances^    and 
much  of  that  Intelligence^  is  altogether  foreign  to  the 
Matter  in  hand.     He  may  amufe   his  Reader   with 
Words,  about  ''  the  Probability  of  the  Things  rela- 
"  ted,  and  the  Conjijiency  of  the  feveral  Parts  of  the 
«'  Relaiion,     carrying   with   them   llrong   interna. 
**  Marks  oi  Credibility  ;"    while  we  have  made  ap- 
pear, that  in  many  of  the  Cafes  neither  the  Credibili- 
ty nor  Incredibility  of  cither  the  Relation  or  Things 
related,  has  any  thing  to  do  with  the  Truth  or  Falj- 
hood  oi  QMV  hcQOxmt.     The  Examiner  indeed  feerns 
confcious  of  the  DefeSls  of  his  Performance,    and 
defirous  to  excuji  them,  under  a,  Pretence  of  havine 
•'  clolely  purfued  the  Plan  laid  down  for  this  En- 
"  quiry  in  all  the  Parts  of  it."  But  how  far  tliat  Ex- 
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cule  is  juft  or  reafonablet  we  cannot,  wt^ll  detnrnins, 
till  he  {lull  produce  the  Author  of  his  Plan-^  and  thfi 
Oiiigatiins  himfclF  lay  under  to  purj'ue  it^ 

He  talks  of  the  "  Credit  oiEx'traSii  takeh  from 
*'  the  Entries  and  Records  of  Courts,"  tho'  he  ha< 
only  infertcd  what  he  calls,  tlx  Accounts  from  thenci, 
which  Accounts  frequently  contain  Matters  rjevcr 
there  recorded.  Such  t'artofthem  as  is  taken  from 
the  Records  generally  corroborates  our  £/-;>;^^Cir(ja«/j 
and  wherein  they  do  not,  'tis  no  '*  invalidating  Re- 
"  cords"  to  fhcw  that  they  may  he^  and  frequently 
are,  /rttf  JVi3rrtf/;'v«  of  fiiIfeCharge$. 

We  never  intended  by  our  Brief  Account  to  xcX 
proach  either  the  Memories  of  the  ^ad^  or  the  Cha- 
r.aBers  of  the  living  ;  but  to  rcfcue  our  own  Cha- 
rafters  from  the  an/n^r/W  Reproaches  of  Faljhood  by 
a  Colledion  of  true  Fafts. 

For  this  the  Examiner  is  pleai*d  to  call  uS,  pagi 
148,  "  the  moft  uncharitable  cxafperating  Adverfa- 
Tics:"Words,  rttggtfJenoughtoraifea  disbelief  of  his 
next,  viz.  that  we  "  have  been  treated  with  Tempef^ 
"  and  Impartiality."  But  in  Juftification of  "any 
"  fevere  Expreflions  here  or  there  dropt"  he  tells  uSj 
that,  "  when  Innocence  is  attack'd  with  Rancour  it  is 
"  laudable  to  exprefs  fomc  zeal  and  warmth  in  tlie 
''  Vindication  of  it :"  But  how  this  Obfervafion  caa 
bejuftly  applied  to  any  Jevere  Expr^ns, of  his  in  the 
prcfent  Controvcrfy  wc  fee  not ;  bccaufc  fuch  /evere 
RxpreJlions  have  been  dropt  in  Defena  of  that  .Rii«fc 
cour  which  attack'd  Innocence  hy  a  Multitude  of  xrx^ 
atious  and  unneceflary  Profecutions. 

The  Examiner,   pag.    150,  in  tl^e  Marglr^  cite* 

part  of  the  following  Pafljge  from  our  yindicati<^ 

of  the  Brief  Account  in   anlwcr  to  an  Examinatieu 

onbcliaif  of  the  Clergy  of  the  Dioeefc  ofOxfofd.  «c~. 
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viz.  ^*  *Ti8  not  reafonable  to  fuppofe,  that  what  the 
**  Clergy  call  their  Property,  can  be  endangered  bj 
*^  rcftridting  them  to  the  eafieft  and  leaft  cxpenfivc 
•*  Method  of  recovering  it.  By  the  Examiner'^ 
own  State  of  the  Cafe  in  this  County,  it  appears 
that  in  200  Parifhes,  wherein  probably  twice 
that  Number  of  Clergymen  have  refided  within 
•«  thefe  forty  Years,  only  three  of  them  have  had 
•*  Recourfe  to  the  rigorous  Methods. 

Can  the  Property  of  the  Clergy  be  injured  by 
reftriding  thofe  Th-ee  to  a  Manner  of  Proceeding 
^^  which  all  the  refl  think  eligible  ?  And  is  not  the 
**  Security  of  the  Property  of  the  fakers  in  forty 
*'  Parifhes  a  far  better  Argument  for  the  deiired  Rc- 
**  ftriftion,  than  indulging  the  Humours  of  three 
*♦  contentious  Clergymen  can  be  againft  it  ?" 

Docs  the  Examiner  anfwer  thefe  ^eries  ?  Not  at 
all.     He  only  ridicules  what  he  cannot  fblvc  ;    and 
lays,  "  All  this  is  faying  nothing  more  than  that  the 
**  Whim  of  the  ^laker  is  to  bear  down  every  other 
•*  Confideration  before  it/'    If  the  Reader  will  ac- 
ccpt  this  for  an  Anfwer,  he  may :  The  Examiner 
meddles  not  with  the  Realbn  on  which  thofe  ^eries 
are  founded,  viz.  That  tne  Judgment  of  many  o]f 
the  wifeft  and  bejl  of  the  Clergy  ought  to  determine 
a  Point  againft  the  pcrvcrfe  Will  of  a  few  umvife 
and  contentious  Perfons  among  them.     But  this  the 
Examiner  paflcs  by,    calling  it  **  the  Whim  of  the 
"  Sluaker^    a  Shuffling  backwards  and  forwards   in 
"  a  Circle  betwixt  two  contrary  Topics."    If  it  be  not 
aninfult  upon  the  Reader's  Judgment  tobe  amus*d  in 
this  manner,  we  know  not  what  is :  But  hisHaugh- 
tinefs,  with  fuch  like  difdainful  Expreflions^  deferts 
the  Caufe  which  he  has  not  Argument  to  maintain. 

He 
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.   He  quite  miftakes  us  in  imagining  that  "  we 
*'  contend  for  the  PrhiUge  of  the  lafi  H^ord."    No. 
We  contend  only  for  vrutb.    Had  the  Examiner 
kept  clofe  to  that,  we  had  not  written  fbis,  but 
would  have  willingly  granted  him  the  Privilege  of 
the  ia^  Word.    But  his  foriaking  Trutb^  wandring 
into  Error  and  vain  Imaginations,  and  endeavouring 
to  deceive  others,  by  Jhifting  Evajiom  of  what  he 
can't  confute,    and  artful  Palliations  of    what   he 
ought  to  cenfure,    has  oblig'd  us  to  this  juft   Fin- 
dication;    "  *  wherein  (to  ufc  the  Words  of  that 
excellent  Apohgiji  of  the  Church  of  £»#/«»/ Bifliop 
Juell)  "  we  do  the  fame  Thing  which  all  Laws, 
*'  which  Nature's  own  Voice  doth  command  to  be 
"  done,  and  which  Cbri^  himfcif  did  in  like  cafe, 
**  when  he  was  checked  and  reviled  ;  to  the  Intent 
"  we  may  put  off  from  us  thcfe  Meu's  flanderou* 
"  Accuiations,  and  may  defend  ibbcrly  and  truly 
"  our  own  Caufe  and  Innoccncy."     'Tis  indeed  ob- 
fervable,  that  our  Brief  Account  has  been  oppos'd- 
with  Arts,  fimikr  to  thofc  which  that  great  Man 
defcribcs  the  Romamfis.  then   exerciling  againft  the 
Proteftant  Caufe  :  "  -f-  That,  fays  be^    this   Matter 
"  fhouid  not  fecm  to  be  done  but  u^on  privy' Slan- 
"  der^  and  to  be  tofled  to  and  fro  in  a  Corner  only 
*'  to  fpite  us,  there  have  been   bcfides,    willly  pro- 
V  cured  by  the  j|  Biihop  of  Rome^  certain  Perfons  of 
'*  Eloquence  enough,    and    not  unlearned  neither  ^ 
*'  which  Aiould  put  their  Help  to  this  Caufe  now 
"  almofl  dcfpaired  of,  and  mould  polilh  and   fet 
"  forth  the  fame  both  with  Booh  and  with  kng 
E  c  a  '*  Tales, 


*  yfpologj  of  tbe  Church  efEng\3Jid,  part  i.        f  Ibid. 
H  Not  thai  we  fupfofe  the  Bifhop  of  Rome  to  have  ani 
hand  in  tbeprefent  Cenfrovtrfy. 
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^'  Tales^  to  the  End,  that  when  the  Matter  \w| 
^<  trimly  and  eloquendy  handled,  ignorant  and  ui^ 
•^  skilful  Perfoni  mieht  fufpeA  there  was  fome  grcafi  ' 
^*  Thing  in  it.    Indeed  thw  perceived,  that  thcirl 
**  own  Cauie  did  every  where  go  to  wreck,  and! 
♦*  that  their  Sleights  were  now  efpied,  and  lels  efteem-  \ 
V  ed,  and  that  their  Helps  did  daily  fail  them,  andi 
^*  that  their  Matter  flood  altogether  in  peed  of  a  1 
**  cunning  Spoke/man. 

*^  Now  as  for  thcfe  Things  which  by  them  have  , 
<^  been  laid  againft  us,  in  part  they  he  manifeflly  \ 
^*  falfe,  and  condemned  fo  by  their  own  Judgments, 
^*  which  {pake  them  :  Partly  again,  though  they  be 
**  as  felfe  too  indeed,  yet  bear  they  a  certain  Shew 
"  and  Colour  of  Troth,  fo  as  the  Reader  ^if  he  take 
^*  not  good  heed)  may  eafily  be  tripped  and  brought 
*^  into  Error  by  them,  fpecially  when  their  fine 
•*  and  cunning  Tale  is  added  thereunto." 

Whoever  confiders  the  feveral  Examinations  of 
the  Brief  Accounty  "  will  not  want  to  be  told"  how 
applicable  "  this  great  Mans  Words  are"  to  the 
Methods  purfued  by  the  Writers  of  thofe  Esxamina^ 
iionSy  ^*  in  the  prefcnt  Debate  " 

Thus  have  we  attended  the  Examiner  Step  by  Step 
throughout  his  Performance  ;  and  have  endeavoured, 
we  hope  fatisfaftorily,  to  fhcw.  That  neither  the 
Objervations  he  has  made,  the  Informations  he  has 
publifhed,  nor  the  Accounts  from  Records  which  he 
has  produced,  have  in  any  wife  lcflcn*d  the  Credit  of 
the  Brief  Account  of  Profecutions  :  An  Account 
cS plain  FaSfSy  firmly  eftabliflicd  on  a  Foundation 
of  Reajbn  and  Trutb^  its  cffciftual  and  never-failing 
Security,  againfl  the  fubtle  and  repeated  Attempts 
of  Calumny  and  Mi/reprejentation, 

The 


(  "'  ) 


The  Conclufion. 

Confai^ih^  a  fummary  View  of  the  prejent  State 
of  the  Controversy. 

THAT  the  inquifitivc  Reader  may  not  mils 
an  Oppoituntiy  of  forming  a  Judgment  con- 
cerning the  pre/hit  Controverjy  between  the  Ciergy 
and  Us,  we  apprehend  it  may  be  of  Uic  to  recite 
the  Occttfion  of  it,  and  to  give  Ibme  Account  of  what 
has  been  hitlierto  written  on  both  Sides. 

About  the  End  of  the  Year  1735,  was  prefcnted 
to  the  Parliament, 

iTx  Cafe  of  the  People  called  Quakers,  viz,. 

"  In  the  7th  and  8th  Years  of  the  Reign  of  King 
•*  IVilliam  the  Third,  an  Aift  was  paffed  for  the 
"  more  eafy  Recovery  of  (mall  litbes,  OjfermgSy 
**  Oblations^  Obventions  or  Compofitiom,  not  ex- 
*'  ceedingtheYearly  Value  of  F()r/vi'A;7/m^j,  from 
"  any  one  Perfon,  in  a  fummary  Way,  by  Jufiices 
"  H^arrant-j  which  was  continued  by  an  Adl  of  the 
''  nth  and  12th  of  the  iaid  King,  and  was  made 
"  perpetual  by  an  Afl  of  the  3d  and  4th  of  Queen 
**  Anne. 

"  Inthe7thand8thYear3of  the  Reign  of  King 
*'  fVilliam  the  Third,  in  an  A£t  for  accenting  the 
**  folemn  AJirmation  d^  ^^e  P«ori\e  ciWed  ^aierj,. 
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«<  like  Remedy  is  provided  for  the  Recoveiy 

"  Tttbes  and  Cburcb-rates  from  fakers  who  ik 
"  rcfuic  to  pay  the  fame,  the  Sum  not  exceed! 
Ten  Pounds-,  which  Aft  being  temporary,  v 
continued  by  a  fubfequent  Aft  ;  and    was  by 
«*  A<a  of  the  ift  of  Kmg  George  the  firft,    extend 
•*  to  all  Rates^    cuftomary  or  other  Rights,  I)ufs, 
«*  Payments^    belonging  to  any  Church  or   Chap 
«*  to  be  paid  for  the  Maintenance  of  any  Mimji 
**  or  Curate  in  any  Church  or  Chapel. 
.    "  Thcfc  A6t8,    'tis  humbly  conceived,    were  i 
"  tended,    not  only  for  the  Eafe  of  the  Profecuh 
*'  but  alio  to  prevent  opprefllve  and  minous  Pro: 
"  cutions." 

"  Notwithftanding  which,  there  have  been  pi 
fecuted  in  the  Exchequer,  Ecckjiaftical  and  otl 
Courts,  for  Demands  recoverable  by  the  6 
Ads,  above  Eleven  Hundred  of  the  People  calL 
fakers,  of  whom  near  Three  Hundred  we 
"  committed  to  Prifon,  and  feveral  of  them  die 
**  Prifoners. 

"  Thefe  Profecutions,  though  frequently  con 
^^  menced  for  trivial  Sums,  from  Fcur  Pence  \ 
*^  Five  Shillings,  and  great  Part  of  them  for  Sun 
"  not  exceeding  Forty  Shillings,  have  been  atten 
ded  with  fuch  heavy  Cofts,  and  rigorous  Execu 
**  tions,  that  about  Eight  Hundred  Pounds  hav 
been  taken  from  Ten  of  them,  where  the  Origi 
"  nal  Demand  did  not  amount  to  Fifteen  Pounds. 
By  fuch  Profecutions,  the  favourable  Intent  o 
the  aforefaid  Ad:s  is  in  a  great  Meafure  fmftratcd 
and  many  of  the  faid  People  fufFcr,  as  if  no  fuel 
Laws  were  in  Being  :  Though  Chriftian  Charit 
•^  mull  admit,  that  their  Refufal  of  fuch  Demand 
^*  is  purely  confcicntious  5    fincc  no  rational  Man 

"  confidcrin 
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^*  confidcring  his  Circumftances  and  Family,  would 

™"  incur  fuch  fevcrc  Sufferings  on  any  other  Account, 

^     "  'Tis  therefore    humbly  fubmitted.    Whether 

*"  "  fuchProfecutions,   frequently  attended  with 

"  Excommunications    and    Imprijonments,     be 

"  not  Gn'rudWM  which  caXMov  Redrefs ;    and 

"  whether  it  be  not  reafonable  to  refirain  the 

"  Profecutors    irom  Proceedings  fo  Ruimut 

"  and  DeJiruSlive." 

'  Upon  reading  thia  Caic^in  the  Houfi  ofCammom^  a 
•  Bill  was  ordered  to  be  preparM  for  rcdrefling  the 
'   Grievances  complained  or. 

This  Bill  the  Clergy^  and  the  Clergy  only,  ftrcnu- 
oufly  oppofcd.  They  lodg'd  Petitions^  and  pnblifli'd' 
Pamphlets  againft  it ;  In  One  of  which,  they  infif- 
ted  upon  "  a  particular  Specijication  of  Caufis,  Per- 
•*  Jons^  Places^  and  Times"  pretending  that  no 
judgment  could  be  made  without  it. 

With  this  the  fakers  comply'd,  and  in  1736 
publilhcd  their  Brief  jiccount  ofPrxi&cations,  more 
in  Number,  than  their  Ca^  had  reprefcntcd.  This 
jiccount  they  alfo  preiented  to  the  Parliament, 

In  1737,  An  Examination  oi  th^i  Brief  Jccdunty 
fo  far  as  the  Clergy  of  the  Dioccfc  of  London  were 
concerned,in  it,  was  publifhed  :  To  which  was  ad- 
ded the  poor  Vicar's  Plea. 

The  fakers  fbon  printed  a  Vindication  of  their 
BrieJ  Account,  in  Anfwer  to  that  Examination  ;  to 
which  were  added  Remarks  on  the  PoorFicar'% 
Plea :  Alfo  Bp.  Burnet's  Dcfcription  of  the  Eccleji' 
afiical  Courts. 

The  Clergy,  the  lame  Year,  replied  in  a  Defence 
of  that  Examination  i  and 
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The  fakers  anfwcrcd  by  publifhing  Rem  irks  « 
that  Defence. 

The  Cler^  after  that  retired  into  the  Weekly  A^ 
cellany  oi March  17,  1737,  in  which  they  printrf 
jbmc  Objervatiojis  on  thole  Remarks. 

To  which  Observations  the  ^takers   replied  bj 

•  Anlmadverjions  mfcrted  in  the  White-hall  E'vemni 

Poji  oi  April  ift  1738:  And  fo   that  Part  of  dx 

Controverfy  ended. 

In  1739,  came  forth  an  Examination  of  the 
Brief  Account  to  far  as  the  Clergy  of  the  Diocefe  of 
Lichfield  and  Coventry  were  concerned  in  it  :  And 
foon  after  that  another  Examination  of  the  laid 
Account  fo  far  as  the  Clergy  of  the  Diocefe  of  St.  i)j. 
vi(ts  were  concerned  in  it. 

.  In  the  lame  Year  the  fakers  publifhed  a  Vifidi- 
cation  oi  i\it\v  Brief  Account  in  anfwer  to  the  Exami- 
nation on  the  Part  of  the  Clergy  of  the  Diocefe  of 
Lichfield  and  Coventry^  with  an  Appendix  in  Reply 
to  the  Objedions  of  the  two  Clergymen  of  the  Dio- 
cefe caird  3t  David's. 

That  Vindication  was  replied  to  by  a  Defence  of 
the  Examination  in  behalf  of  the  Clergy  of  the  Dio- 
cefe of  LicbfieU  and  Coventry  ;  and  another  Defence 
in  behalf  of  the  two  Clerygmen  of  the  Diocefe  of  St. 
David's, 

In  1740,  Remarks  on  both  thofe  Defences  were 
feparately  publi(hed  by  the  fakers. 

In  the  fame  Year  came  forth  an  Examination  of 
the  Brief  Account^  in  Behalf  of  the  Clergy  of  the 
Diocefes  of  Oxford^  Ghcefter  and  Chefter. 

To  which  the  fakers  anfwered  in  a  P^indicaticn 
of  their  Brief  Account.  To  which  Anfwer  no  Reply 
h&8  been  made* 
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In  174 It  WAS  publiih'd  an  Examination  of  the 
Brief  jLtvunt,  in  Defence  of  the  CUrgy  of  the  Dio. 
ceie  of  Thrk :  In  jtnjwer  to  which  this  Vindicaiioit 
is  written. 

Hitherto  has  the  Qmtroverfy  been  carried  on,  and 
thus  long  protraftedj  in  going  thro'  about  a  ^itb 
Fart  of  the  Clergies  Concern  in  the  Prosecutions 
complained  of 

How  many  Years  more  they  parpo&  to  lengtjica 
out  the  Debate,  themielves  only  know  :  But  tlieif 
tliktory  Method  of  Proceeding  will  juftify  this  Ob^ 
fcrration,  viz.  "  ihzi  io  peaceable  ti  the  Hij^tkm 
**  ^f  frofcciting  Bcckfiafticks,  tbat^  rather  than 
"  ^/f  dff  Inch  of  Power,  tbeyvsould^ndanAQ^  in 
"  Controverfy. 

7^;j  may  feem  flrange,  but  'tis  yet  more  iurpri* 
fing,  to  confidcr,  what  this  Power  is  which  tney 
arc  fo  follicitous  to  maintain :  Not  thr  Power  from 
on  high  of  doing  Good  ;  but  the  Power  from  heneatb, 
of  opprefling  :  Not  the  Power  of  releafing  Captives ; 
but  of  imprifoning  Freemen  :  Not  the  Pqwcf  of  vi» 
fiting  and  relieving  j  hit  the  Power  of  Jijhi^ng  tod 
ruining  the  Fatherleis  and  the  Widow. '  A  Power 
unnecejfary,  und  hurtjul .both  to  tbemje/va  und  others, 
A  Power^  as  contrary  to  the  Power  of  the  Go^J 
as  Darknejs  is  to  Ltgbt. 

•  And  yet  for  the  ^kc  of  retaining  this  Power  have 
fbmc  of  the  Clergy  exprtflcd  a  very  deep  Concern, 
and  exerted  thcm&lvcs  with  a  moA  reinarl^blc  Zeal 
and  Earncilncfs. 

Hence  fcem  to  ariC;  their  concerted  Oppojitions  to 
the  Brief  Account ;  a  Narrative  oi plain  and  obviout 
FaSfs,  ib  clear  and  evident  as  to  minifter  of  it  fclf 
little  or  no  Room  for  Objetlion  :  For  which  Cauie 
its  Opjwfcrs  have  been  obliged  to  maVji  -i.C.oUcElvtin 
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r^  :l-"V»tful,  and  foreign  Intelligences  ^nd  Infbrmati- 
\  H  ' .  JL  fibm  thence  to  create  Matter  for^  and 
fi  '  'JyA(mv  xOythtControverfyvf\iic\i  they  wcrcdc- 
ti.  m;n*d  toraife. 

Tnus  have  they  taken  much  Pains ,    and  obliged 
Us  to  {hew,   to  bim  little  Purpoje. 
*    Thev  who  raifed  the  Controverfy^    may   drop  it, 
when  tney  pleafe.     But  if  they  will  continue  to  ojh- 
f^^jufi  Caufe^  their  fo  doing  will  be  a  reafonablc 
Motivef or  oixv  perfi/iing  to  defend  it. 
'    We  conclude,  in  the  Words  of  the  before  menti- 
oned Bp.  Juel  (ApoL  Part  i)  **  Now  therefore,    if 
**  it  be  lawful  for  thefe  Folks  to  be  ^ibya^^r  and^;/^- 
•*  tongued  in  /peaking  evil ;    furely  it  becomes  not  us, 
"  in  our  Caufe,  being  fo  very  good,  to  be  dumb  in 
^  anfwering  truly/' 


TOSTSCRJPT. 

T17E  have  thought  meet  to  fubjoyn  to  the  forcgo- 
;^  ing  Vindication  an  Account  lately  received 
from  Three  of  our  Friends  now  Prifoners  in  Tork 
Caftlc  for  confcientioully  refiifing  to  pay  Tithe?, 
which  is  as  follows,  i^iz. 

The  Suffering  Cafes  of  Richard  Ward,    Bfn. 
jAMiN  Burn,  and  William  Boocock,  on  the 
Account  of  refiifing  to  pay  Tithes, 
We  the  faid  Richard  Ward  and  Benjamin  Burn 
'*  of  Hillam  in  the  Parifh  ot  Monk-Pryftofi  in  the 
**  County  of  Tork^  znd  fFilliam  Boocock  of  Mithlcy  in 
the  fame  County,    who  had  dwelt  at  IlilUwi^ 
were  all  Subpeejuid  to  appear  at  the  Exchequer 
Bar  in  trinity  Term   1735,   at  the  Suit  oi  Robert 
Robinjon  of  Monfi-FrNJJon^   TkKc-fatmer  under 
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s  Br.  Thomas  Sharp  Prebend  of  *  fTiJlotp,  to  afl- 
'  Twer  a  Bill  which  he  filedagainH:  us,  in  which  ho 
'  con^lained  againA  us  for  keeping  and  detaining 
'  from  him  the  Tithes  of  our  Cflrn,  Hay,  and  other 
'  (inall  Tithes,  tho'  he  or  his  Servants,  had  taken 
'  our  Corn  from  us  in  kind  every  Yearj  if  hchap- 
'  pen'd  to  mifs  taking  it,  ■  he  took  more  for  it  the 
'  next  Year  j  and  he  might  have  taken  from  us  the 
'  Value  of  our  fmall  Tithes,  arany  time  by  y«^/- 
'  CCS  JVarrant,  without  putting  himfelf  or  us  to 
■  fuch  great  Trouble  and  Expence.  In  Micbaelmat 
'  Term  following   wc  put   in   ourAnfwers,    and 

*  gave  an  Account  of  the  Value  of  our  Tithes,  ac- 
'  cording  to  the  beil  of  our  Knowledge  :    After 

*  feveral  Terms  he  amended  his  Bill ;  after  which 
'  he  replied,  and  refufedto  accept  of  our  Anfweri: 
'  Some  Time  after  he  amended  his  Replication, 
'  and  left  out  the  Tithes  of  our  Corn ;  then  call'd 
'  for  a  Commiffion  of  Enquiry  to  examine  WitneC- 
'  fes,  £?f.  which  was  held  at  Po/rf^rtz^  in  the  nth 
'  Month  called   January    1737,    the   Charge  of 

*  which  coft  us  on  our  Part  above  i6  Pounds,  tho* 
'  he  prov'd  fcarce  any  thing  more  in  value,  than 
'  what  we  had  confeffed  to  in  our  AnfwerS.  In 
'  il//V,&flf//«rff  Term  following,  1738,  he  nbtain'd 
'  a  Decree  againft  us;  Ward,  for  nine  Years  fmall 
'  Tithes  4/.  19J.  9(/.  Burn,  for  nine  Years  fmall 
'  Tithes  2/.  171.  6(/.  Boocock,  for  five  Years  fmall 
'  Tithes  il.  iij.  id.  and  alio  a  Decree  for  Cofts 
"  57'*  3*'  4^-  ^"'^  ^"'"  ^^^  coniMcntioufly  refufing 
'*  to  pay  tbcabovcfaid  Sums,  •■vc  were  taken  up  by 
"  Attachmenrs  ifTiiing  out  of  ilic  £.\T/'ry7/('r  Court 
"  in  Eajler  Term  1740,    and  committed  Prifoncrs 

"  to 


*  ^lVcbfJid.iry  hlaK-^xng  lo  ilz  C;Ul>tclral  k.\  ^^^t^ 
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'(  to  Tork  Caftie  the  30th  of  the  3d  Month  called 
••  May  following,  and  have  remained  Prifiiaera  here 

«*  everfince,  to  the  great  Lo&  and  Detriment  of  our 
♦*  Fanulics." 

Tork  Oj<Hr  the  7th  of  tticbard  Wari 

the  3c:  Month  1741.  Benjamin  Bun 

WiUiam  Boocock 

"  N.  B.  Alittle  Timebefbre  wewere  brought 
Mthcr  Prifoncrs  in  the  ^d  Month  1740,  the  £ud 
Robert  Robin/m^  by  Virtue  of  a  Warrant  from 
Robert  Mitf or d  md  Robert  Pockby  Ju&kn,  dit 
trained  one  Cow  of  Ricbard  fTant^  tipprized  at 
3/.  JOS.  for  five  Years  finall  Tithes,  fince  the 
'*  aforefaid  Suit  commenced ;  and  fix)m  Benjamin 
"  Burn  he  diflrained  a  Cow  and  a  Calf  valued  at 
"  2/.  15?.  for  Tithes,  fince  the  iaid  Suit  com- 
**  menced." 

Had  this  Tithe-farmer,    who  appears  to  have 
known  the  Method  of  recovering  by  Jtifiices  H^ar^ 
rant^  taken  that  Method  for  the  Recovery  of  the 
Tithes  which  he  fucd  in  the  Excbefpter  for,    would 
it  not  have  been  much  better  for  himfelf^   as  well  as 
his  Neighbours  ?  Porhe  might  then  luve  got   the 
l^tthei  he  now  loft,  and  have  iav*d  himfelf  the  Ex^ 
fence  of  ^^jl  35.  iyd.    and   perhaps    much   more, 
which  the  Exchequer  Profecution  might  coft  him  : 
Had  the  RefirBion  the  fakers  dcfired  taken  Place 
this  TAthe-farmer  would  have  received  a  very  confi- 
derablc  Advantage  thereby,  in  being  vntb-held  from 
hurting  himfclf  to  imprifon  his  Nei^bouru 
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